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delay action, secking for further evidence, we shall 
exhibit counsels and conduct whose effects will 
impress themselves upon many a chapter of our 
future history. Our institutions have no admirers 
among the monarchical and aristocratieal Govern- | 
ments of the Old World. Our condition and prog- | 
ress are a standing reproach to many of the politi- 
cal principles which are there practically adopted, 
This new doctrine of a balance of power on the 
American continent is an unerring indication of 
what they apprehend and what they design. We 
have but one safe course before us. Let us put 
forth our whole strength. Let us organize a force 
that will leave no doubt as to the result. Let us 
enter the Mexican territory, and conquer a peace 
at the point of the bayonet. Let us move on, till 
we meet reasonable proposals from the Mexican 
Government; and if these are not met this side of 
the capital, let us take possession of the city of 
Montezuma, and dictate our own conditions. And 
I‘trust those conditions will be honorable and rea- 
sonable. If all this is done soon, it will be well 
done. But if delayed, there will be other parties | 
than Mexico who will soon mingle themselves in 
this affair; and the consequences may be felt 
throughout the civilized world. Tam not afraid to 
trust the President with the necessary power to 
vindicate the country, and defend its honor. I be- 
lieve he will execute his duties ably and patrioti- 
cally. Before I conclude, I beg leave to tender my 
thanks to the distinguished Senator from Texas, 
{Mr. Housron,] for the patriotic sentiments he 
has this day uttered. He has shown us that he is 
as able to advocate the rights of his country in 
counsel as to maintain them in arms. His name 
is connected with one of those imperishable deeds 
which connect themselves with the fate of nations. 
He led the forces of his adopted country upon that 
day which secured their iaientialence: and broke 
the power of Mexico. He had the rare good for- | 
tune to overthrow a hostile army, and to capture | 
the Chief Magistrate of a hostile nation. The Ro- | 
mans would have given him an ovation. We will | 
give him what is better than that for a republican | 
—a hearty reception among us, and the tribute of | 
our thanks for his worth and services. 
Mr. BERRIEN replied: If it were true, as had 
heen stated by the Senator, that the destiny of this 
country for a century depended on this question, 
surely that was not any argument against due de- 
liberation. It is too untruly represented to-day to 
justify me in recording my vote in silence. 
ill provided for a declaration of war, the argu- 
ment of the gentleman might be quite pertinent 
and proper. But that is not the question. No 
declaration of war is proposed by the bill. It 
proposes to recognise the existence of an antece- 
dent state of war. I oppose the bill, first, because 


| United States army. 
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the boundary of the United States. Is he pre- 
pared to show that the Del Norte is the bound- 
ary ? 

Mr. CASS explained. Tis idea was that the 
Mexicans had no rieht to attack the United States 
troops on that side of the river. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The proposition of the Senator 
is that war exists. How does he prove it? Why, 
hy the presence of a Mexican army around the 
Does he not thus decide 
the question of boundary? No. I beg to ask 
how that possession was acquired, and by whom? 
It was by the march of the United States army 
into the territory. If conceding that it was a dis- 


| puted territory, the right of Mexico was equal 


with that of the United States to enter the territory. 
If our possession was derived from marching our 
army there, cannot Mexico exercise the same 
right? Does priority in an act of hostility vest 
a national right? The argument of the Senator 


is, that the march of the Mexican army was an 


| act of hostility. 


'| alone is the power to create war. 


j If so, I have demonstrated that 
the march of the United States army was an equal 
act of hostility. War does not, then, exist by any 
act of the constituted authorities, in whose hands 
In every aspect 


| of the subject the proposition of the Senator is 


unsustained, and we are not subject to the impu- 
tation of maintaining the ridiculous position that 


| we are not competent to stop at the Rio Grande, 


| the two countries. 


If the || 


and refrain from repelling invasion. The question 
whether the hostilities committed by the Mexican 
army against our army are to be repelled, is an- 
other and different question. I hold that there is 
nothing clearer than that such invasion may be re- 
pelled by the most powerful means, by the pursuit 
of the invaders, and by all possible and necessary 
means to make the repulsion effectual, and for 
purposes of chastisement. A declaration of war 
1s not necessary for the purpose of arming us with 
all necessary power to repel the invasion, and pun- 
ish the aggression. If recognised by the Govern- 
ment of Mexico, then war does exist; if not, the 
hostility will have been committed by an officer of 
the Mexican army, and no war will exist between 
Now I ask what will be the 
consequences of the recognition of a state of war? 
The Senator has alluded to the withdrawal of the 
Mexican Minister, and the rejection of ours. But 
has not our commerce with Mexico been wndis- 
turbed? The presumption of the Senator, then, 
is refuted by the continuance of the discharge of 
the functions of our consuls. The rejection or 


| withdrawal of a Minister is no evidence of the ex- 


it involves consequences not to be properly haz- || 


arded by the exigency of the case. We are, ac- | 
cording to the bill, in a state of war without the | 
constitutional action of either Government. How 
then? Mustit not follow that the President of the 


power to declare war? Is that true? You have 
itfrom both the gentlemen [Messrs. PenNyBACKER 
and Cass] that the power to declare war is vested 
in the Congress of both nations. They have failed 
in showing that any modification in the law of na- 
tions justifies their assertion that war does actually 
exist. ‘There was no analogy in the case put by 
the Senator [Mr. aes of the bombardment of | 
an English port by the United States fleet. We | 
deny that war exists; we admit the existence of | 
hostilities—the power of this Government to repel | 
them. But whether these hostilities are the act | 
of the Mexican nation, or even of the Mexican 
resident, we are utterly uninformed. The Sen- | 
ator (Mr. Cass] states truly the law of nations 
with regard to hostilities. They are to be repelled 
atonce. A formal declaration of war is not neces- 
aa Suppose the Mexican general did not aet 
under the authority of the constituted authorities 
of Mexico: would war exist even on the suppo- | 


sition of the Senator from Michigan? Certainly }| 


| zens in Mexico would be at her mercy. 


é ‘ _ ence of war. 
inconsistent with the truth; and, secondly, because || 


istence of any war—it affords no presumption of 
such a state of war. But I was about to allude 
to the consequences of a recognition of the exist- 
At once an end would be put to the 
subsisting treaties. Most conveniently for Mex- 
ico, the accumulated claims of our citizens would 
be obliterated—the property and lives of our citi- 
It is said 


| that Mexican privateers may be already on the 


|| seas. 
United States and the President of Mexico have || 


| of war. 


That cannot be, unless the hostilities have 
been recognised by the Government. The evi- 
dence thus far is otherwise. ‘The Mexican Gov- 
ernment will be answerable for every aggression 
upon our commerce, if made before a declaration 
And for what are all these consequences 
to be incurred? Why, that we may chastise the 


|| Mexican army, and Mexico in all her parts and 


portions if she avows the act. But in absence of 
all evidence that this is the act of Mexico—with 


| evidence looking the other way—is it proper, is it 


| 
| 
| 


wise, is it justifiable in us, to make a premature | 


declaration that war does exist? 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON rose to reply to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] He appealed to 
the opposite side, and asked them to wait at least 
till the evidence transmitted by the President was 
printed. The Senator from Michigan said he was 
satisfied of the fact. But he was satisfied without 
evidence—with nothing but newspaper reports. He 
was willing to *‘ go it blind.” He contended that 
there was no evidence before them to enable them 
to make up an honest opinion on the subject. He 


not. But he says the Mexican army has crossed |) hoped that the majority would not exercise a power 


51 


Government. 


|, © spoliation”’ 
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which they would not desire to be employed 
against them. Let them recollect that the day 
might come when the majority would be on his 
side of the Chamber. [t mieht be that after ex- 
amining the documents, he (Mr. C.) would be wil 
line to vote a declaration of war. But he could 
not assent to that without examination—without a 
fair opportunity of forming a judgment, 

Mr. IHOUS'TON asked the Senator from Dela- 
ware what evidence would satisfy him of the ex- 
istence of a state of war. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON replied, that authentic 
evidence of the fact that the hostilities had been 
sanctioned by the Mexican authorities would sat: 
isfy him. But there was no such evidence before 
them now. It was a common thing for the Mext- 
can Government to disavow the acts of their gen- 
erals. A general committed an act to-day which 
the Government disavowed to-morrow. If, after 
a declaration of war, or a recognition of a state of 
war by the Congress of the United States, intelli- 
rence should be received of the fact that the Mexi- 
can Government had disavowed the act of their 
military officers on the Rio Grande, how mortified 
would they all be, and how much would they re- 
eret that they had not waited until they themselves 
had decided, after deliberate examination, instead 
of precipitately rushing on a declaration of war. 

Mr. HOUSTON again rose, but yielded to— 

Mr. WESTCOTT., who rose amid loud cries of 
* question,” said that, had he been called upon ta 
vote on this bill on yesterday, he believed he should 
have voted avainst it. But calm and cool reflee- 
tion since then had convineed him it was his duty 
to vote for it. He did not entirely approve of the 
phraseology of the bill. ‘This was, however, no 
time for verbal criticism. Immediate, prompt, de, 
cisive action was demanded. His objection to the 
bill was not that which had been urged. It was 
entirely different. Tle was not disposed (as this 
bill seemed to de) to throw upon Mexico the com- 
mencement of this war. He preferred that this 
Government, instead of the declaration in this bill, 
that ** war existed,’ and “ by the act of Mexico,” 
should make an independent, affirmative, positive, 
and unequivocal declaration of war against that 
HTe felt assured that the past con- 
duct of Mexico towards the United States, ever 
since Mexico had claimed to be a distinct nation, 
if fairly exhibited to the civilized world, would 
fully justify such declaration. Yes, Mr. President, 
(said Mr. W.,) if the soldiers of Mexico had not 
invaded Texas during the last month—if they had 
not murdered Colonel Cross—if they had not killed 
Lieutenant Porter—if they had not attacked Har- 
dee and Thornton—nay, if her present rulers were 
now to apologize and atone for these acts, there is 
ample cause for our declaring war against her to 
be found in her past course towards us. Sir, we 
have been most forbearing towards Mexico. We 
have allowed our feelings for a neighboring sister 
republic to restrain us from demanding and enfor- 
cing long ago reparation for her insults and out- 
rages. The American people would not have sub- 
mitted to the indignities they have patiently en- 
dured from Mexico, from any other Government 
on God’s earth. They would have risen as one 
man to repel them years since. This forbearance 
has but emboldened Mexico to further wrong. 


| Her rulers have mistaken our sympathy for her 


difficulties and misfortunes, and our consideration 
of her weakness, for pusillanimity. It is time 
they should be undeceived. The world has been 
imposed upon with respect to the true causes 
of difference between Mexico and the United 
States. The recent occurrences are but a drop 
in the bucket. Mexico has artfully sought’ to 
create the impression that what, she calls the 
of Texas is the origin and cause 
of these difficulties. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) before 
the Texas revolution, she had outraged our flag 
in her own ports, and on the hich seas in the 
Gulf. She had robbed and imprisoned our citizens, 
and even our diplomatic and consular agents in her 
jurisdiction were outraged and insulted in a manner 
which, by the acknowledged laws of nations, 
afforded to us just cause for declaring war against 








802 


But we forebore to resort to this mode of re- 
We negotiated a treaty with her, by which 
She plight- 
ed her faith as a nation to do them justice—to pay 
for her spoliations of their property and outrares 
of their nghta. bias ? No, sir! N 
' She has ignominiously violated her plighted 


Air. 
faith to them and to this She has 


her. 
dress. 


she engage d to inde mnify our citizens. 


she done so? 0, 
Government. 
dishonorably withheld from us the debt she en- 
engzed to pay for their benefit. ‘The President, in 
his states that these spollation 
amount to upwards of 4.000.000. 
that $7,000,000 would not a 
MUZeIsS 


claims 
I Lelieve, sir, 
idemnify those Aimeri- 
(fered from the wrongs 
of that Government. She ought in 
may that amount, and this Government 
Without referring to 
insults to our diple 
matic and consular avents, or even the HN prison- 


messuce, 


ean who have 
anid outrages 
justice to ’ 
should « ompel her to pay it. 
her insults to our flar—the ee 
her American citizens, 
with ré in- 


, und in the gross in- 


ment of some of them and ot 
we can find in 
de mnity for thie polation 
dignity east in the teeth of the American people, 
in the of honed Munister, 
(Mr. Slidell.) this winter, after her invitation to 
send all would say, just 
for an affirmative laration of war against 
her. Sur, (said Mr. W.,) Lar not for temporizing 

for any half-way measure j 
such declas \ 


her cours spect to the 


' 


treatment their comnu 


him, as Christendom 


CUBE de 
lam in favor of 
auUOnS and, without rr fe rence to recent 
oceurrences, | sh I care 
if nulitary chief who has usurp d the reins 
power in Mexico 


mald be in favor of it. not 

of 
if its Congress should 
thie of Ampudia and Arista 
if it should diserace and punish these office: 
he State of Texas—s 


which would weigh with me 


the 
l eare not 
‘vow Generals 


ails act 


for 
their recent acts int till, causes 
as sufficient to justify 
this declaration, were not removed. Doubtie 
rulers are instigzated ; 


he r 
by the emissaries of other 
Governments inimical tou Their influences can- 
ved. ‘They are manifest. They will 


pot deter me inthe least degree from pursuing the 


heat he cones 


path that Lbeheve the honor of my country re- 
quires me to follow. 

Mr. President, | coincide fully in the distinction 
maintained on yesterday by the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Canmoun]| between 
miere hostilities and war, according to the meaning 
of the Federal Constitution. No hostilities can be 
recognised as war by this Government, unless the y 
have been declared by Congress to constitute war. 
I hold, too, that it is important this distinction 
should be maintained; as otherwise the acts of the 
Executive may create war, and the wise constitu- 
tional provision, placing the power of declaring 
war exclusively in Congress, will be a dead letter. 
f am, however, for Congress in this ease exer- 
cisine its constitutional 
said, 


As I have before 
I should, after calm deliberation on the sub- 
ject, prefer an affirmative, unequivocal declaration 
of war; but TI am not di posed to be fastidious as 
to the I should prefer a manifesto, stating 
our grievances to the world. But the effect of this 
bill, if it as passed, will be the same as if it was 
such affirmative declaration. The act of June 13, 
In12, declared war to exist against Great Brit- 
ain;’’ and this bill reeite 
the act of Mexico.”’ 
part of the matter, 
Mr. W. said he was in favor of the declaration 
of war; because he did not believe that hostilities 


ffic 


power, 
mode 


“c 


that ** it does exist by 
The effect is the esse plial 


could be as « it ntly. etles tually, and suce¢ ssfully 
earried on by the Executive without it as with it. 
I coneur (said Mr. W.) in the OpPIONsS advances d 
on this point by the honorable Senator from Vir- 
rinia, [Mr. Pennypacker,] and other Senators. 
Without it, and without the express authority 
of Congress, the President cannot issue commis- 
sions to privateers—issue letters of marque and 
reprisal—cannot authorize the blockade of the 
Mexican ports—cannot authorize the capture of 
Mexican vessels on the high seas as prize : of 
war, Without such declaration, Mexicans taken 
inarms, after defeat in attacking our citizens or 
soldiers, cannot be held by the Executive authority 
as prisoners of war—treason in aiding her troops 
may even go unpunished; and, above all, without 
it the observance of the duties of other nations 
towards us, the duty of neutrality, so likely to be 
violated, could not be properly enforced. ~With- 
out such declaration, Mexico may be supplied 
with arms, ammunition, and munitions of war by 
other nations; and if captared, they would not be 
liable to forfeiture as “ contraband of war.’ The 





‘declaration of war will in every way strengthen 


the Executive arm in this contest—at home, abroad, | 
on the field of contest, and in these halls. It will | 
increase the efliciency of the supplies of men and | 
money we propose to give threefold. It will con- 
vince the world we are in earnest in this matter. 
Other nations may profit by the information. 

I.ven if this matter with Mexico should be set- 
tled in a month, the money we expend in warlike 
preparations may not be spent unprofitably. If 
war is formally declared, the contest with Mexico 
must be carried on by the rules of civilized war- 
fare—by the acknowledged laws of war. I prefer 
this to the quasi piratical Indian contest, which it 
will otherwise become. The rules of civilized war 
are well known. In this age, every nation must 
obey them. If war is formally declared, and 
Mexico should, by its favorable fortune to her 
arms, have the power to perpetrate a repetition of 
the atrocities of the Alamo and Goliad, she dare 
not do so in the face of the civilized world. 1 re- 
peat, therefore, that I shall go for this part of this 
bill, and am prepared to sit here til it is passed. 
Alteration will make delay, and expedition is all- 
important. 

I do not approve of that part of this bill which 
rives the President the power to select the princi- 


question, I should be inclined to regard the consti- 


tutional objection raised to it as a very serious 


one; but Tam disposed to yield to the precedents 
of 1812 and IR13 in its favor. | should be better 
satisfied to leave the power to the State authorities. 
The volunteers will be better satisfied. They will 
be jealous of officers of Federal appointment. But 
this objection T will forego, for the purpose of se- 
curing immediate action on the bill, that troops may 
he sent forthwith to the field, and the honor, and in- 
terests, and rizhts, of the country maintained. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped that the emergency 
would not be found so pressing as some Senators 
appeared to suppose. He had sreat confidence in 
on the Rio 
Grande, and was pretty confident that, in eight-and- 
forty hours after the date of last advices, it would 
he found that the general commanding had whipped 
the Mexicans, driven them across the river, and 
was in the town of Matamoras. He might be 
wrong, but that was his speculation. Still he ad- 
mitted that they were not to act under such a su; 
position, They were to act with the least possi- 
ble delay consistent with order and propriety. He 
was, to a great extent, prepared to vote for the sup- 
plies—not indeed so advisedly as he would have 
desired. One thing was certain—that there had 
been, to some extent, a conflict on the Rio Grande 
letween the troops of the two countries. ‘To whose 
fault that was to be ascribed he could not now say; 
but he feared that when that matter was Investi- 
rated, it would be found that he would not be able 
to regard with entire approbation the conduct of 
the Executive. He saw no reason for the advance 
of the troops to the Rio Grande—for the hazard- 
ing of those consequences which every sensible 
man must have foreseen. It was not fora moment 


a ‘ : : 
the officer commanding the forces 


ne 


to be imagined that the angry armies of two angry | 


and quarrelling nations should, day after day, face 
each other with cannons pointed at each other, and 
only a fordable river between them, and conflict 
not result. Tt was conceded that this was disputed 
territory. What right had the United States to 
take Poss ssion of it? Had not the other disputing 
claimant an equal right? But he would not pros- 
ecute that view of the subject at present. He was 
willing to consider the exigency as urgent as they 
pleased, and to make adequate preparation. As it 
was the wish of some Senators to rest with that in 
the meantime, he should be entirely content with 
that course, but he did not know that he would be 
willing to limit the Government to repelling inva- 
sion. Perhaps he would be satisfied with an ex- 
pression of what he meant by repelling invasion. 
Ile meant by that, pursuing, beating down, till the 
borders were freed from danger of a repetition of 
the invasion. 

A SENATOR. ‘That would be war.” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No; there was a shade 
of difference—a very perceptible one. Ie believed 
it was indispensable policy to make the war as 
sharp and short as possible. If it lingered one year 
it would not be a Mexican war. With a straw 
you could kindle a fire to burn down a city. In 
this connected condition of the world war was felt 
everywhere. War could not be made with Mexico 





| would be willing to give the means to the P 
for the purpose of repelling invasion, and othery 


| none in the declaration of war in 18]2—the hoo: 
| able Senator resumed his seat. 


| have not made the distinction—an obvious one- 
| between the fact, whether there be war, and the a 


| aright to declare war. War was anact of hosti! 
| which came from the sovereign power. As a jicye 
pal officers of the volunteer militia. Was it a new || 


| stroy the efficiency of the bill. 


| not desirable to have a strong vote ? 
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without touching the interests and exciting the jeal- 


ousies of all nations trading with us. Great eon. 
sequences might be involved in that war, Le 
would therefore make it as compendious as Possi- 
ble. He would even, if he had his way, 

Minister Plenipotentiary with the General, aid j,.. 
tween every blow hold out the offer of peace. He 


Sideyt 


Send a 


] 
Ine 


prosecuting hostilities, ull the peace of the country 
be secured from the danger of further invasion, \\j 
the time he would give notice of peace by the Mj,. 
ister going along with the General. Thus limited 


he was assured they would get any amount of ai 
itary force. Tle would move to strike out and jy. 
sert something like that which he had suggested 
After expressing his dissatisfaction with the pye. 


amble, of which he saw no necessity—there woe 


Mr. CALHOUN then rose and said: Se, 


ators 


- . . . 
of declaring war. All admitted that there was yo 
war connected with this invasion which gave they, 


t\ 


matter of truth or falsehood, he could not vote {uy 
the bill. As men, and as patriots, he appealed to 
the Senators whether they ought not to remove this 
impediment, provided its removal would not de- 
They ought to ae- 
commodate those who thought with him. Wasit 
Why, then, 
not remove this impediment to a strony vote? 
There could be but one objection, and that was, 
that it would render the bill Jess efficient. Bu: 
could that objection be entertained by any one? 


| He now came to make some remarks on the speech 
| of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrexvey.| 


He had made a suggestion which seemed to remove 
every objection. It gave this bill all possible eiii- 
ciency—ability to prosecute the hostilities ot 


| merely to the frontier, but beyond it. The y could 


do no more than that. But singe some gentlemen 


/ around him seemed to say that there was war, lie 


would allude to that. The difference between the 


| existing state of things was as wide as the pole 


War placed every member of this community at 
war with every member of the Mexican communi 
ty. But it did not end there—it created new rela- 
tions between this country and all other Powers, 
and amongst these relations was the right of block- 


| ade—interfering with the nations of the world, and 


| mode of adjustment was set aside except that by a 


tending to bring us into conflict with them. The 
moment war was declared privateering commenced, 
and swarms of privateers were let loose upon our 
extended commerce. And more than that, any 


treaty of peace. Why, in the name of all that is 


| reasonable, he asked, would they rush at once to 


the ultimate resort? Suppose this turned out to be 
a case in which war ought to be declared, after ex- 


| amination of all the documents: let the declaration 


be made in due form and with Lecoming dignity— 
not in this side-way, as if they were afraid to do it. 
Let them show a front to the world, such as was 
becoming the character of the nation. In the pres- 
ent condition of the world, war was a tremendous 
thing. ‘The whole sentiment of the civilized world 


| was turning stronger and stronger against war. 


And let us not, (said Mr. C.,) for the honor of our 


| country—for the dignity of the Republic—be te 


first to create a state of war. Mortal man cannot 
see the end of it. When 1 look on and see that 
we are rushing upon the most tremendous event, I 
am amazed. I am more than amazed; Iam ina 
state of wonder and deop alarm. This is not the 
tone of character to go into war. They who go 


| into war in this manner—as if seeking a divisive 


course—cannot expect to succeed, 


It isa hasty, 
thoughtless course. 


I do not wish to use any words 


| in an offensive sense—but with all possible empha- 


sis, l exhort you to avoid even the appearance ot 


| precipitancy, or want of that deep reflection and 
| profound meditation which alone can guide you to 


a successful issue, 

Mr. ALLEN here said he would not protract 
the discussion. There were certain great facts 1 
this case which no arguments could set aside. Our 
friendly relations with Mexico had been interrupt: 
ed by herownacts. She had recalled her Minister, 
literally expelled ours, and had invaded our soil 
with her armies. ‘These facts nothing could set 
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aside, and the way of duty was as clear as noon- 


da y 


euestion on Mr. J. M. Cuavron’s motion to strike 


out, when co 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, stated that he 


ould vote in favor of the motion to strike out, for 


the purpose of inserting the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirren- 
peN,) wishing it distinetly understood that he did 
not mtend at the present time to express any opin- 
ion upon the per of marching United States 
troops upon t é 

eountry and Mexico. 


¢ weap > . es 
Mr. BREESE desired to be informed whether 


the yeas and nays had been ordered upon the mo- 
tion under discussion; the motion originally was 
ty strike out and insert, upon which the yeas and 
nays were ordered; subsequently the motion was 


modified, and is now simply to strike out; he de- 
sired to know whether the yeas and nays had been | 


oidered upon this modification. 
The PRESIDENT replied in the affirmative. 


The question was then taken, and resulted as | 


follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, T. 
Clayton, John M. Cliyton, Cerwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day 
ton. Evans, Huntington, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, MeDuthe, Mangum, Morehead, Simmons, Up 
ham, and Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag 
by, Benton, Breese, Brigit, Cameron, Cass, Colquitt, Dix, 
Houston, Jarnagin, Jenness, Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, and Yu- 
toe—25. 

So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed a desire that the 
sround taken upon this subject by the minority 
should be recorded upon the Journal, and for this 
purpose he moved to strike out from the first sec- 
tion of the bill the words ‘* to prosecute said war 
to a speedy and successful termination,’’ and in- 
sert ** for the purpose of repelling the invasion, the 
President is hereby,’’ &e. 

The PRESIDENT was of opinion that this re- 


newal of a motion to strike out a sentence which | 


the Senate had already refused to strike out, was 
not in order, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN explained, and contended , 


that the motion to strike out and insert was in | 


ord r. 

After a short discussion upon the point of order 
between Senators CALHOUN, MANGUM, and 
BERRLEN, the Chair reversed its opinion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

‘The question was then taken, and resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Moessrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, T. 
Ciayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day- 
ton, Evans, Huntington, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
J.ouisiana, MeDutiie, Mangum, Morehead, Simmons, Up- 
ham, and Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashtey, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Calhoun, Dix, 
Houston, Jarnagin, Jenness, Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, 

Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, West- 
cott, and Yulee—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN objected to the provision | 


in the 6th section of the bill, which empowers the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint the generals of brigade and 


division and the general staff, in support of which || 


objection he submitted a few observations. 

Mr. BEN'TON read from various acts showing 
precedents for the provision objected to. Among 
the eases cited was the course pursued in 1812, in- 


volving precisely the same principle which was | 
objected to by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. | 


CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, in reply, ssid he was 
aware that formerly the practice and the law was 
the same as provided in the section objected to, 
but since 1836 the laws had been different. 
act of 1836 it would be found that provision was 
made for a different course from that which had 
been pursued previously, which course had been 
observed as the rule since that time. 


Mr. SPEIGHT suggested that the bill should | 


be taken up by sections. 

After a few remarks by Mr. BERRIEN, 

Mr. CLAYTON said that it had now become 
the painful duty of himself and those who thought 
with him to decide upon voting for supplies or re- 
fusing so to vote. He had hoped that the gener- 
osity of the opposite side oud have placed him 


* 


TH 


The PRESIDENT then proceeded to put the) 


ie territory in dispute between this 


In the | 


and his friends in sucha situation that they could 
have voted at once for the supplies. Warm and 
earnest appeals to that effect had been made, but in 
vain. But he would not be forced into a false po- 
sition. Whilst protesting against the whole course 
of conduet on the other side that day as oppressive 
of the minority, he was bound to say that he would 
vote for the supplies. But he voted for them under 
a protest. He voted in the dark, because he was 
compell d to do so, or vote against ailording the 
supplies. 

Mr. DAVIS, after some explanatory remarks, 
announced his intention of voting against the bill. 

A lenethened conversation, in which Messrs. 
CRITTENDEN, HOUSTON, ARCHER, and 
BENTON took part, then ensued on an amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Crirrennen, to strike out 
the clause in the sixth section giving to the Presi- 
dent the appointment of the generals of brigade 
and division. 

Finally, after a division, the clause was stricken 
from the section. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, sugvested an amendment to the first sec- 
tion of the bill, providing that the volunteers should 
be enrolled for ‘six or’? twelve months, &e. 

Mr. CASS expressed the hope that the amend- 
ment would not be adopted; he knew, from his 
own experience, that it would be quite as easy to 
muster the desired number of men for twelve as for 
six months; the troops thus enrolled would be more 
efficient, and far more economical. 

Mr. BEN TON signified that he was not disposed 
to persist in the amendment, and no objection being 
made, it was withdrawn. 

Mr. B. then proposed to amend the first section, 
by inserting after the word ‘ discharged,’’ the 
words ** according to the time for which they shall 
have been mustered into service;’”? which amend- 
ment was acreed to. 

Mr. B. then moved to amend the third section, 
by inserting after the word “ horses,’’ the words 
‘©and horse equipments.” 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that he would be 
| obliged to vote against this amendment; he knew 
that during the Seminole war there was a great 
deal of difficulty mm getting proper and uniform 
| horse equipments at the South; this would occur 
|| again in the present instance; and if the amend- 
| ment was passed, it would be found almost impos- 
| sible to get the proper materials for the desired 
purpose, 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
the same was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON then moved to strike out from 
the third section the words ‘and equipped;” which 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. B. also moved that the ninth section be 
amended, by striking out all after the word ‘‘allow- 
ances,” and insert, ‘‘and all mounted privafes, non- 
||} commissioned officers, musicians, and artificers 

shall be allowed forty cents per day for the use 

and risk of their horses, except of horses actually 
| killed in action; and if any mounted volunteer, 
|| non-commissioned officer, musician, or artificer, 
‘| shall not keep himself provided with a serviceable 
horse, the said volunteer shall serve on foot;’’ 
which amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that the preamble 
|| to the bill be stricken out, and proceeded to make 
afew remarks in support of the motion; in the 
|| course of which he animadverted strongly upon 
| the course of the Administration in relation to the 
difficulties with Mexico, in sending the troops of 
the United States upon disputed territory, and caus- 
ing the guns of the American forces to be pointed 
| upon Matamoras, &c., a course of menacing which 
'| he (Mr. H.) considered highly improper. Mr. fH. 
|| asked for the yeas and nays upon his motion. 
|| Mr. SEVIER rose to a question of order. Un- 
\| der the then condition of the bill, he did not con- 


| 
1] 
i] 





| from Connecticut [Mr. Huntington] could be 


‘| entertained until the bill had been reported from 
i the committee to the Senate. 

| 

| 


Mr. HUNTINGTON supposed that his motion 
was in order; but if there was any objection raised, 
he would postpone it until after the bill had been 


reported. 
| _ After some further conversation, Mr. H. per- 
sisted in his motion, and the question of order was 
assed over. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, rose and said, 


| 
| that when he first heard of the peril in which our 
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army was placed, and the invasion of the territory 
of the United States by the Mexican troops, he 
was resolved to do whatever lay in his power 
to rescue the one and repel the other; and he was 
ready now to do whatever appeared correct and 
proper. Judging from the information before the 
Senate—and he regrettea that the documents ac- 
companying the message of yesterday were not 
before the Senate—he believed that a state of war 
does exist—not in the strict constitutional sense, 
but in the other, and the almost equally important 
sense, to wit: the territory of the United States 
had been invaded, and with an armed feree. He 
(Mr. J.) was not present in the Senate when the 
annexation resolution was passed; but in honesty 
and candor he was compelled to say that had he 
been, he would have voted against it. Texas, 
however, had been annexed to the United States, 
and the Rio Grande had been recognised as her 
boundary by the United States, and by those Gov- 
ernments which had acknowledged the indepen- 
dence of the Republic of ‘Texas. Further: in pur- 
suance of the offer of the Coneress of the United 
State s, VT xas had adopte d a ec vistitution, in which 
the Rio Grande was stated as her boundary; the 
laws of the United States had been extended over 
all the country fo that river, and the territory in 
dispute was recornised as one of her congré 
districts. 


State 


<sional 
It was no matter, then, how this new 
came into the Union; she was now one of 
the States of that Union; was entitled to all the 
privileges of a State; and her citizens were entitled, 
in their persons and property, to all the rights and 
protection afforded to citizens of other States; the 
faith of the United States was pledge d to vindieate 
her rights, boundary, and territory. The United 


| States having thus adopte d the State of ‘Texas, the 


| may depend on circumstances. 
| an opportunity to investigate the subject. 


| 


Invasion of the territory within the boundary which 
her constitution claims, was an invasion of the 
territory of the United States 


and should be repe i. 
led accordingly. 


Le (Mr. J.) could not vote for 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Hunrincron.] He could vote 
for no amendment whieh implied that the United 
States was an aggressor ina war; but, in the pres- 
ent case, he would advocate such a course as would 
show to the world that the conflict was not the 
seeking of the United States, but of Mexico. In 
conclusion, Mr. J. observed, that if he was right 
in his view of the extension of the jurisdiction of 
the United States over Texas to the Rio Grande, 
&c., we were as actually in a state of war as 
though the news had been received that the entire 
forces under the command of General ‘Taylor had 
been attacked and cut off by the Mexican troops. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said Flouse had 
passed the Senate bill, providing for the raising 
and organization of a company of sappers, nuiners, 
and pontoniers, with amendments. 

Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Jounson] must be mistaken on the 
question of boundary. ‘The subject of boundary 
was expressly referred to in the discussion on the 
annexation of Texas, and was referred to in the 
annexation resolution itself. The second section 
of that resolution says: 

“Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the foregoing 
consent of Congress is given upon the following conditions, 
and with the following guaranties, to wit: First. Said State 
to be formed, subject to the adjustment by this Government 
of all questions of boundary that may arise with other Gov- 
ernments.”? 

The question which we are now called upon to 
determine he understood to be, whether the war 
declared to exist has been caused by Mexico. 
Whether it is waged by the authority of Mexico 
We have not had 
The 


| question may hereafter present itself in a different 
| sider that the motion submitted by the Senator | 


light from that in which we now see it; and yet, 
under these circumstances, we are called upon to 
declare that this is a war authorized by Mexico. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON thought his friend from 
Maryland was laboring under a mistaken idea with 
respect to the purport of his amendment. If we 
erase the preamble, we do not thereby deny that 


| war exists; nor do we assert that Mexico has not 


authorized these hostile acts. We only declare, 
by striking out the preamble, that we wish to in- 
vestigate; that we do not know; that we have not 
evidence whether war does exist authorized by 
Mexico. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said that Mex- 


ico claims the whole of Texas. We cannot go 


to Mexico, therefore, to ask about our boundaries. | 


She denies the existence of such a Siate as Texas. 
We go to Texas to inguire about the boundary. 


Mr. BERRIEN aaid that, in the debates on the | 


annexation of ‘Texas, the question ef the true 
boundary was one of much doubt and difficulty. 


It was difficult to understand whether the Nueces | 


er the Rio Grande was the boundary between 
‘Texas and Mexico; and the section referred to was 
ulded by the Senate for this very reason. 
mont referred to was made. 

Mr. ARCHER said the bill to be reported by 
the Committee on loreirn Relations would proba- 
bly contain the snnv pore mumble. 
fuse to strike out the preamble from this bill, there- 
by securing a full vote?) "This would not prevent 
the adoption of the same pre amble in another bill, 
which the thing. ‘his pre- 
amble properly belongs to a bill to be reported 
from the Committee on Forcien Relations decla- 
ring war. 

‘The yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. 
Hoenrineron’s motion to strike out the preamble; 
which was decided as follows: 

Y KAS —Meeers. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cathoun, Thos. 
Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day 
Evans, Huntington, MeDutthe, Mangum, Morchead, 
Simmons, Upham, ond Woodbridge in, 

NAV S~— Meesra. Allen, Ashley, Atcehteon, Atherton, Bag 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Colquitt, Dix, 
flouston, Jarnagin, Jennese, Johnson of Maryland, Jotun 
ron of Louisiana, Lewis, Niles, Pennybaeker, Rusk, Sem 


ple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Westeott, and Yu 
lec -— 28, 


No other amendment being proposed, the bill 
was 
the whole. 

The amendments made in committee were then 
nereed to, 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Several Senators calling for the immediate third 
reading of the bill, and no objection being made 
thereto, it was so read, 

The PRESIDEN'T then proceeded to put the 
question, © Shall this bill pas o7 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped that the question 
mucht be so put as to divide the preamble from the 
bill. Phe question might first be taken on the 
passage of the bill, without the preamble, and the 
preamble could be voted for separately. ‘This 
would secure a large vote for the passage of the bill. 


amount lo Hae 


rr, 


Mr. SEVIER said the preamble was only the | 


title of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT said, it is the opinion of the | 


Chatr that the preamble is a part of the bill, and 
that it cannot be divided. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, now I want to vote 
for the bill, and T trust that by unanimous consent 
of the Senate the question may be taken on the 
bill and on the preamble separately. 

Mr. CALHOUN would not vote for it, with or 
without the preamble. It is a solemn declaration 
of war to Mexico and to the world. This was 
iaking a step of which he could not approve. 
When his name should be called, therefore, he 
would remain silent. 

Mr. UPHLAM wished to vote for the bill, but he 
could not vote for the preamble. Tle had not in- 
formation to enable him to vote for the preamble, 
and he could not vote what he did not know. 

Mr. DAYTON made a similar statement. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said the question might be 
put, ** Shall the bill pass?”? Make that the ques- 


tion, without the preamble, and he was willing and | 


anxious to vote for it. 


He would not vote for the 
preamble. 


Mr. BREESE said that if the question could not | 


be divided unless by unanimous consent of the 
Senate, he would object. 

Mr. MANGUM asked the President whether 
he-and other Senators could vote for the bill witha 
protest against the preamble, and whether that pro- 
test would be put on the Journal. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said that there was a precedent 
for entering a protest on the Journal. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN appealed to the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Breese} to withdraw his objec- 
tion. After a pause, Mr. C. asked, Does the Sen- 
ator yield his objection? 

Mr. BREESE said, if the course indicated by 
the Senator from Kentucky was pursued, it would 
make the bill so unmeaning that he himself should 


\ It was 
to setile this disputed bonndary that the amend- 


Why, the n, re- | 


reported to the Senate from the committee of 
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| be unwilling to vote for it; and the time for amend- | 


| ing it had, by the rules of the Senate, passed. ‘The 


‘The fate of the bill might be endangered if this 
course was pursued. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN pledged himself that he 
would move to reconsider, if there was any danger 
like that which the Senator from Illinois appre- 
hended., 

Mr. BREESE then withdrew his objection, 

The PRESIDENT then stated that, by unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, the question would be, 
Shall the bill pass without the preamble ? 

Mr. BAGBY could not consent to have the ques- 
tion putin this way. He could not vote for the bill 
without the preamble. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN  suegested to the Chair 
that the question might be put somewhat differently 
from the form in which it had been stated. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON saw no difficulty m vo- 
ting for the bill itself, first, without the preamble, 
and then for the preamble. 

Mr. BAGBY said, if it was put in this form, he 


would have to vote against the bill, while he wish- 
ed to vote 


for it. 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON thoucht that the Senator 
from Alabama mieht vote for the bill without the 
preamble, and vote for the preamble afterward, 
Mr. R. JOHNSON said that the Senator from 
Alabama could have no more difficulty in voting 
for the bill and the preamble separately than he 


could have for voting for different sections of 


the bill separately. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered. 

Mr. MOREMEAD sugeested that the question 
micht be taken without the yeas and nays. ‘There 
was evidently a large majority for the bill, and it 
would be better not to have the nays recorded, 

Mr. MANGUM. had made up his mind to vote 
for the bill, but he entered his most solemn pro- 
test against the hasty declaration of the preamble, 
about the existence of war, and he would ask the 
Senate that that protest might be entered on the 
Journal. 

Messrs. J. M. CLAYTON and DAYTON en- 
tered similar protests, 

The question, ‘Shall the bill pass ?”’ 
put, and resulted as follows: 


was then 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Areher, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, 
Cass, John M. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, 


Dayton, Dix, Houston, Jarnagin, Jenness, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Lonisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Mangum, Morehead, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, 
Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, 
Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yulee—40, 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas Clayton and Davis—2. 


{Senators Berrien, CaLuoun, and Evans, being 
in their seats, did not vote. ‘The other members, 
vhose names are not recorded above, were ab- 
sent. | 


When Mr. Crirrenpen’s name was called, he | 


voted ‘fay, except the preamble.’? So also did 


Mr. Upuam. 

The bill was then read by its tide, and passed in 
the following form: 

AN ACT providing for the prosecution of the existing war 
between the United States and the Republic of Mexico. 
Whereas, by the act of the Republie of Mexico, a state of 

war exists between that Government and the United States: 


Be it enacted ly the Senate and House of Representatives | 


of the United States of America in Conezress assembled, That, 
for the purpose of enabling the Government of the United 
States to prosecute said war to a speedy and successful ter 

mination, the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
employ the militia, naval, and military forees of the United 
States,and to call tor and accept the services of any number 
of volunteers, not exeeeding tifty thousand, who may offer 
their services, either as cavalry, artillery, or riflemen, to 
serve twelve months after they shall have arrived at the 
place of rendezvous, or to the eifd of the war, unless soone r 
discharged, according to the time for which they shall have 
been mustered into service; and that the sum of ten mil 

lions of dollarsont of any money inthe Treasury, or to come 
into the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, be, and the 
same is hereby, apppropriated, for the purpose of carrying 
the provisions of this act into effect. 

Sec. . nd be it further enacted, That the militia, when 
called into the service of the United States by virtue of this 
act, or any other act, may, if in the opinion of the President 
of the United States the publie interest requires it, be com- 
pelled to serve for a term not exceeding six months, after 
their arrival at the place of rendezvous, in any one year, 
unless sooner discharged, 

Sro. 3. wand be it further enacted, That the said volun- 
teers shall furnish their own clothes, and, if cavalry, their 
own horses, and horse equipments; and when mustered 


into service, shall be armed at the expense of the United 

States, 
Sec. 4. And be it fuvther enacted, That said volunteers 

shall, when called into actual service, and while remaining 





preamble gave. point and meaning to the bill, and it | 
|| was now by a vote of the Senate a part of the bill. 
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therein, be subject to the rules and articles of war, and shai) 
be in all respects, except as to clothing and pay, placed 7 n 
the same footing with similar corps of the United States 
army; and, in lieu of clothing, every nen-commissio. 
officer and private in any company who may thus offe; 
self shall be entitled, when called into actual service: 
ceive in money a sum equal to the Cost of clothing of a yoy, 
commissioned officer or private (as the case may be) in 1 
regular troops of the United States. = 

Bec. 5. ind be it further enacted, That the snid yoly, 
teers so offering their serviees shall be necepted by the p 
ident in companies, battalions, squadrons, and reginvey 
whose efficers shall be appointed in the manner presen! 
by law in the several States and Territories to which & 
companies, battahons, sqaadrons, and regiments siya! 
spectively belong. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enactel, That the President, fy 
United States be, and he is her by, authorized to organ); 
companies so tendering their services into batiation 
squadrons; battalions and squadrons ito regiments: 
ments into brigades, and brigades into divisions, as seu), 
the number of volunteers shall render sneh organizaticy 
his judgment, expedient; and the President shall, it» 
sary, apportion the staff, field, and general officers eyyry 
the respective States and Territories from whieh the vols, 
teers shill tender their services, as he may deem proper. 

Sec. 7. nd be it further enacted, That the volunteors wi 
may be received mto the service of the United States jy 
virtue of the provisions of this act, and whoshall be wound 
ed or otherwise disabled in the service, shall be entitted 
all the benefit which may be conferred on persons wound 
i the service of the United States, 

Sec. 8. And be it further enucted, That the President of 1}, 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized torsiwith + 
complete all the public armed vessels now authorized |) 
law, and to purchase or charter, arm, equip, and man cue) 
merchant vessels and steamboats as, upon examination. yrs 
be found fit, or easily converted into arnred vessels fit (oy 
publie service, and in such number as he may deem nev 
sary for the protection of the seaboard, lake coast, and tiy 
general defence of the country. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That, whenever the mj} 
tia or volunteers are called and received into the services 
the United States, under the provisions of this act, the 
have the organization of the army of the United States, a), 
shalt have the same pay and allowances; and all monnted 
privates, non-commissioned otlicers, musicians and artiti 
cers, shall be allowed 40: cents per day for the use and 1 
of their horses, exeept of horses actually killed in action 
and if any mounted volunteer, non commissioned offices) 
musician, or private, shall not keep himself provided with a 
serviceable horse, said volunteer shall serve on foot. 


The Senate, then, at half past six o'clock, ad 
journed. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Turespay, May 12, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday having been read, (e 
cept as to so much as embraced the reports: from 
committees, the reading whereof was dispense: 
with,) 

Mr. WINTHROP rose to a correction. He 
found himself reported (he said) in both the mor 
ing papers as having voted against the motion 
increase the pay of the infantry, &c., from eight 
dollars to ten dollars per month. He had voted 1 
the affirmative; and as he supposed that the lists o! 
yeas and nays had been taken from the Journal, 
the error, he presumed, must have originated ther 

The Journal having been ordered to be so amend 
ed as to conform to the fact stated by Mr. Wis 
THROP, was approved. 

The Chair was occupied by Mr. Tlopxins, « 
Virginia, the Speaker being present in the [lal 
but suffering under severe indisposition. 

SAPPERS, MINERS, AND PONTONIERS. 

Mr. BURT, under instructions from the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs, asked the House to 
take up and dispose of another bill which, he said, 
was necessary in the exigency which had arisen 
With that view he moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state o! 
the Union. 

And the motion having been agreed to, 

The House resolved itself into Committee of th 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Norris, ©! 
New Hampshire, in the chair,) and took up the | 


{ 
" 


! 


' (from the Senate) to provide for the organization o! 


a company of sappers, miners, and pontoniers. 

The bill was read, and also an amendment (pre 
posed by the Committee on Military A fairs of this 
House) substituting in the 6th section the figure 6 
(in the year) instead of 7, so as to read 1846. 

The amendment (after a word of explanation hy 
Mr. BURT) was agreed to. 

Mr. BURT moved that the committee rise antl 
report the bill and amendment to the House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, the object of this bill was 
to increase the standing army of the United States. 


/The House had yesterday passed a bill authori- 


zing an increase in the military foree of the United 
States, to the extent of fifty thousand volunteers 


From the very commencement of bis term of ser- 


vice in this House, he had opposed any increase 

of the standing army; and he was opposed to it at 

this time. P we S A 

“Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON raised & point of 

ler, which was overruled by the Chair. 

Mr. GIDDINGS proceeded to say that he was 
apposed to a standing army, because he believed 
that the founders of our Government intended this 
jation to embrace within itself the inherent: prin- 
winle of self-defence. Our institutions had been 
phased upon the hypothesis that a nation of freemen 
contained within itself the power to repel foreign 
tovression; to maintain the rights of the sovereign 
jeople; and to sustain the instituuons which they 
had themselves established. He regarded a stand- 
iw army asa foe to free institutions. lt was op- 
posed to the exercise of that freedom which was 
onr national beast. We had had a signal illustra- 
tion of the danger of a standing army on the Rio 
del Norte, where American soldiers, as much enti- 
ed to the protection of the law as any American 
suzen, had been shot down in cold blood, without 
charee, or trial, investigation, defence, conviction, 
or judgment. 

Mr. BURT here desired Mr. Grppines to yield 
the floor to enable him (Mr. B.) to change the 
-haracter of his motion. 

Mr. G. declined to yield until he should have 
closed his remarks. He had yesterday (he pro- 
ceeded to say) heard it stated from a high source, 
“that American blood had been shed upon Ameri- 
ean soil;”? yet we had the documents before us to 
show that the first blood whieh had been shed was 
that of our own soldiers—shed by the hands of 
their brethren in arms, without trial, investigation, 
or conviction. ELe objected to the increase of any 
body of men who would thus bathe their hands in 
their brother’s bleed. 

We had had another illustration of the danger of a 
tanding army. We had seen an American Pres- 
ident, who was by the Constitution the commander- 
in-chief of the army and the navy, as well as the 
militia, invade a foreign soil, plant the American 
Jandard there, subverting the rights of a foreign 
people, and extending a military despotism over 
them. In the progress of a revolution which was 

fast verging towards a dissolution of this Union, 
we had seen an American President, without pro- 
vecation, and without right, planting the standard 
of the United States on a foreign soil, and using 
the military forces of the United States to violate 


or 


every principle of international law and of moral 


justice, 


Mr. BRODHEAD ealled Mr. G. to order on the 


vround of irrelevancy. 


Mr. J. P. MARTIN said that the gentleman 
was conversing about his brethren—ihe Mexicans— 
which Mr. M, submitted it was perfectly in order 
for the gentleman to do. 

Some conversation followed on the point of 
order; after which, 

Mr. G., not being arrested by the Chair, pro- 
ceeded with his remarks. He entered upon the 
question of territorial right, contending that the 
movement of General ‘Taylor was as much an in- 
vasion of the Mexican territory, as if that officer 
had planted his guns in the public squares of the 
city of Mexico. He adverted to the probable con- 
sequences of the war, to the prospect of its long 
duration, to its heavy expenditures, its disastrous 
results upon the interests, and, as in connexion 
with slavery, upon the harmony and perpetuity of 
the Union. 

= G. had not concluded when the hour ex- 
pired, 

Mr. BURT now changed the motiorehe had sub- 
milied to a motion that the committee rise, with a 
view to the introduction of a resolution, in the 
House, to close the debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Whereupon the committee rose. 

But the CHAIRMAN reported the bill and 
cmendment (and not the progress of the commit- 
tee) to the House. 

Considerable conversation followed, in which 
Messrs, BOYD, J.Q. ADAMS, BURT, TIB- 
BATTS, GORDON, RATHBUN, JOSEPH J. 
Mel MOWELL, and the CHAIRMAN took part. 

rhe result was that the question was stated to 
he on coneurring with the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union in its amendment, and 
on ordering the bill to a third reading. 


Mr. BURT moved the previous question, which 
was seconded. 
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The main question was ordered to be now taken. 
The amendment was concurred in. 

And the bill was read a third time by its title. 
"Lhe question then being, ** Shall this bill pass?’’ 
Mr. HARALSON demanded the previous ques- 


| uon, which was seconded, 


And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 


| taken, resulted as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ash 
mun, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Bentou, Biges, Jas- 
A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhott, Brockenbroughy 
Brodhead, William G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, Willian 
W. Campbell, Catheari, John G. Chapman, Augustus A, 
Chapman, Reuben Chapmaa, Chase, Citpman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jetlorson Davis, 
Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, 
Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Brdman, Paran, Picklin, Pos 
ter, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grabain, 
Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hiunpton, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Ilenley, Herrick, Hilliard, Hopkins, Hough, J. W. Houston, 
George 8. Hou ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hub 
bard, Hudson, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Andrew Johnson, Scaborn Jones, Dantel P. King, Thomas 
B. King, Lawrenee, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lows, Levin, 
Ligon, Lumpkin, MeClean, MeCletlind, MeClernand, Me- 
Connell, Joseph J. Me Dowell, James MeDowell, McHenry, 
Mellvaine, MeKay, Marsh, Join P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Parrish, Payne, Pendteton, 
Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Ratubun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 


| Roberts, J. A. Rockwell, Roat, Sawtelle, Scaummon, Sehenek, 





Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Siuth, Stanton, 
Stepliens, Stewart, Stroh, Strong, Benjamin Thomp-on, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, ‘Tilden, 'Tooubs, 
Towns, Tredway, Trumbo, Vanee, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Winthrop, Woodrull, Woodward, Wood 
worth, Yaneey, and Young— 54. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Boyd, Culver, 
Giddings, Hungerford, George W. Jones, Sawyer, Stark 
weather, and St. Joln—9. 

So the bill was passed in the following form, viz: 
A BILL for the organization of a company of sappers, imi- 

ners, aud pontonicrs. 


Be it enacted by the Senute and House of Representatines of 


the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, That | 
there be added to the corps of engineers one company of 


sappers, Ininers, and pontoniers, to be called engineer sol 
diers; which company shall be composed of ten sergeants, 
or master workmen, ten Corporals, or Overseers, TWo Hittst 
Cians, thirty-nine privates of the first Class, or artificers, and 
thirty-nine privates of the second class, or Jaburers, in all 
one hundred men. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the pay and rations 
of the sergeants, or master workmen of said company, shall 
be the same as those now allowed by law to the master 


workmen employed by the ordnanee department, excepting | 


that the engineer sergeants shall receive one ration only 
per day, instead of one ration and a haif; of the corporals, 
or overseers, the same as those now allowed by law to the 
armorers, carriage makers, and blacksmiths employed by 
the ordnance department, excepting that the engineer cor 
porals shall reeive one ration only per day, instead of one 
ration and a half; of the privates ot the first class, or arti 
ficers, the same as those now allowed by law to the artiti 
ecrs employed by the ordnance departiuent; of the privates 
of the second class, or laborers, the same as those now 
allowed by law to the laborers employed by the ordnance 


| department; and of the musicians, the same as those allow 
| ed by law to the musicians of the line of the army: the said 


non-commissioned officers, privates, and musicians being | 


respectively entited to the same clothing and other allow 
ances as are granted by law to non-commissioned officers, 


privates, and musicians of the artillery in the army of the | 


United States, 
Sec. 3. nd be it further enacted, That the said engineer 


| company shall be subjeet to the rules and articles of war; 


shall be recruited in the same manner, and with the same 


| limitation, and shall be entitled to the same provisions, al- 


lowances, and benefits, in every respect, as are allowed to 
the other troops constituting the present military peace es- 
tablishment. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said engineer 
company shall be attached to, and compose a part of, the 
corps of engineers, and be officered by officers of that corps, 
as at present organized. They shall be instrueted in, and 
perform all the duties of sappers, miners, and pontoniers, 


} and shall aid in giving practical instruction in these branches 
| at the Military Academy. ‘They shall, moreover, under the 


orders of the chicf engineer, be liable to serve, by detach 
ments, in overseeing and aiding laborers upon fortifications 
or other works under the engineer departisent, and in su- 


pervising finished fortifications as fort keepers, preventing | 


injury and applying repairs. . 
Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the chief engineer, 


with the approbation ofthe Secretary of War, be authorized |, 


to regulate and determine the number, quality, form, di- 
mensions, &c., of the necessary vehicles, poutons, tools, 


implements, arms, and other supplies for the use and service | 


of said company as a body of sappers, miners, and ponto- 
niers. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That for the fiscal year 
ending June thirtieth, one thousand eight handred and forty- 
six, the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars be, aud the 
sume is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any moneys 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pay, | 


subsistence, and clothing of said company, and for carrying 
out the other purposes of this act. 


Mr. RATHBUN moved a reconsideration of the 


| vote by which the bill had been passed. 


Mr. RATHBUN said, if gentlemen would turn | 


to the fourth section of the bill, they would find it 
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provides for the permanent attachment of this corps 
to the Military Academy at West Point, invoiving 
an expenditure of some $25,000 and upwards an- 
nually, and of no practical use in the world, except 
nereasing largely the expenditures of the peace 
establishment. "his foree was a very important 
branch of the public service in ume of war, and he 
desived the army to be possessed of it; but he was 
not willing to give any vote for thus increasing the 
peace establishment. What good could it do for 
us to send one hundred men to West Point to teach 
the cadets practically the science of sapping, mi- 
nig, and pontoning? We have a corps of engi- 
neers at the West Point Academy sufficient to edu- 
eate the cadets there. ‘This corps of sappers, 
miners, and pontoniers could be of very little use 
In time of peace, except for sapping and mining 
the treasury, and for this we had a corps in the 
rest of the army amply suflicient. 

He thought, when public forces were raised for 
an emergency like this, they should bear im mind 
and act upon one Important principle; and that was, 
to make provision for disbanding them when the 
emercency Cerise d; for this was the only tine when 
we could eet rid of them without infinite diffieulty. 
tle had an amendment to this effect, which he in- 
tended to offer m case the bill was recommitted, 

Mr. BURT thought the objections of the eentle- 
man from New York to this bill were not well 
taken. It was obvious to those who were not pre- 
judiced against the West Point Academy that the 
only earthly connexion which this corps could have 
with the exercises of that academy ts to aid at par 
ticular occasions in certain exercises in field works 
It was not the particular corps of engineers, but all 
the cadets educated there, Who were to be instruct 
ed by this corps. 

Lie would not go into the general areument in 
favor of this bill, inasmuch as it was well under 
stood that the great majority of the Llouse were in 
favor of it, and as action was demanded by the 
exigencies of our country. ‘The commander of 
our army on the Mexican border has called for a 
corps of this kind. He (Mr. B.) greatly feared 
that Point Isabel, which is the great depot of all 
our stores, of all our munitions, commissary ’s 
stores, quartermaster’s stores, for the want of this 
corps, is now, whilst we are eavilling about straws, 
in the possession of the Mexican army. In his 

| estimation, this was not the time to make this ob 
jection, or raise this discussion. I move the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was then taken, (under the opera- 

| tion of the previous question, the demand for the 
yeas and nays on the main question having been 

| refused,) 

And the House refused to reconsider the vote. 


DEFENSIVE WORKS. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the Hlouse re 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (for the purpose of taking up 
the bill making appropriations for certain defensive 
| works.) 

The motion having been agreed to— 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Benton, of 
New York, in the chair.) 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee resume 
the consideration of the Military Academy bill. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to lay aside that bill, 
in order to take up the bill he had indicated; but 
he waived his motion for the present. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Whereupon, the committee resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year end- 
ing on the 30th June, 1847. 

The pending question was on the amendment 
of Mr. Rarusun, that, after the cadets now there 
should have graduated, the academy should be 
abolished. 

Mr. SAWYER (who held the floor from yester- 
| day) resumed and concluded his remarks. 

t is rather discouraging, (he said,) Mr. Chair- 

man, to commence a speech at this stage of the 

| game, and when the House is so very thin. But 

verhaps I may as well talk to the Chair and to empty 
beatin. as under any other circumstances. 

When I was cut off yesterday in the remarks 

I was making, by the arrival of a message from 

the President of the United States, I was diseours- 

| ing about a lecture which had been read to this 

' House by the * Union.” I had got pretty nearly 


ce oe 
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throuch with that branch of the subject, but I 
have yeta word to sny upon it. I, for one, feel 
that this House has done its duty to the country 
faithfully, and in all respects. I perceive, by a 
report published in the Intellivencer of this morn- 
ing, that | might be misunderstood in some of the 
remarks which I yesterday submitted. In the 
main, that report is correct; IL have no doubt but 
that the re porter who made it re port d me honest- 
ly. But it is suggested to me, after reading the 


report, that |] cast censure on the chairman of 


the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. Har- 
ALson,} and that something [ said might be 
construed into censure on the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. McKay.] 
I disclaimed yesterday any such intention. ] 
believe that no men could have discharged their 
duty more faithfully than these gentlemen have 
done; and the same remark is upplieable to all 
the committees of this House, so far as their ac- 
tion in relation to the reconmmendations of the 
Iixecutive have been concerned, This Llouse, 
if lf may be permitted to say so, has done its duty. 
But whilst | say that, | must, atthe same time, be 
allowed to say, that, in my humble judgement, the 
other branch of this Levislature has aot done its 
duty. Leay it has not done its duty. The article 
in the organ states that both branches of the nation- 
al Levi lature are Demoer lic. l deny it. This 
branch is Democratic: the other is Whic. The 
action of both demonstrates the fact. And T hope 
that hereafter, this body will not be chareed with 
a dereliction of duty, but that the blame will rest 
where it belong: with the Senate. 1 hope that, 
in future, our friend of the organ, when cateclu- 
sing and castieatine us for a dereliction of duty, 
will not associate this body with the other; that 
he will not be afraid to do his duty to that body, 


bat that he will urge them on to a correct discharge | 


of their duties, and to the consummation of such 
lerislation as will redeem the pledges they have 
riven, or carry out the views which the people had 
in sending them here. 
that body should suffer important public measures 
to he on the tables of their committees for months 
and months, or should refuse to re port or act upon 
them, we shall be held free from the censure, and that 
the people may be given to understand where that 
censure ought prope rly to rest, The re iS a cone 
trast between the action of this Hlouse and of the 
Senate, and of the Senate and [louse of Represen- 
tatives of the State of Louisiana, which must 
strike the mind of every man. Within a few 
minutes of the introduction of measures into those 
bodies, appropriations of money were made to 
send men on their way to the rehef of General 
‘Taylor’s army. But when these same questions 
came up before the Senate of the United States, 
we hear (as, indeed, we have heard in this Elouse 
to-day, and [ regret to say from a collearue of my 
own) arguments in favor of that country with 
which we are at war. I regret to find that there 
are men here, as well as in the other end of the 
Capitol, who never find their country in the right— 


who are always proclaiming that we are in the | 


wrong, and our enemy in the right. Read the re- 
ports of speeches delivered at the other end of the 
Capitol, and you will see the evidence of the fact. 

Read the speeches of honorable Senators on the 
Oregon, and other questions involving the interests 
of our country, and you will see men now, as you 
have seen them heretofore, taking the side of the 
enemy against their own country. That is the 
course which is now pursued at the other end of 
this Capitol. And 1 think it highly probable that 
the bill we passed yesterday, with so much true 
democratic republican zeal, may be discussed for 
days or weeks, or may be so altered or whittled 
down as that when it comes back here we may 
not be able to recognise it. 7 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Military Academy at 
West Point is, I believe, the subject under consid- 
eration. I have been wandering a little. But | 
suppose that I shall be almost considered out of 
order in touching the main question, as it is alto- 
gether unusual here to do so, The bill, however, 
opens a wide range of debate. Ido not wish to 
detain the committee very long, but I object to 
make any further appropriations, of the character 
of some of these contemplated in the bill, for the 
support of this institution. j 
to make appropriations in order to fulfil, legiti- 
mately and in good faith, a contract entered into. 
It may be well, in that view of that case, to pass 





| hope that hereafter, if 


It may be necessary || 
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the bill under consideration. But I hope and trust 
that the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ees may prevail, that we may 
cut off this retten and corrupt instiwution, that is a 
drain upon the public treasury; this thing that is 
demoralizing in its effects; that has no tendency to 
good, or to the preservation of liberty and union. 
Let these gentlemen who are there now know that, 
after their time has expired, no further additions 
will be made; and let the vote which we give on 
this motion be a warning that, even if we should 
now fail in our object, the motion will be renewed 
from time to time, in the hope that it may yet 
finally triumph. 

It is said that these young men are sent there to 
be educated for the service of the country in time 
of war. What are the facts? I assert that nine- 
tenths of the young men educated there at the pub- 
lic expense never spend one hour in the public 
service after their education has been completed. 
But so soon as they have received their education, 
at the public expense, (whilst the mass of the com- 
munity have to educate their own children,) and 
arrived at manhood, they enter the professions. 
The objection would not be so strong, if the chil- 
dren of the poor were educated at West Point. 
But it is the children of the rich—the powerful— 
the influential classes; the children of members of 
Congress and their friends; and I almost fear that 
this very fact may so operate as to prevent forever 
the abolition of this institution. 

Mr. BURT explained. 


The gentleman was 
mistaken in his facets. 


Beyond the interest which 
he (Mr. B.) felt as an American citizen and a 
member of this House m the institution, he had 
none in it. But he held in his hand a paper, 
(which he would be glad to submit to the exami- 
nation of the gentleman,) showing the oceupation 
and condition of two hundred and twenty-one of 
the cadets on the 27th June, 1842. One hundred 
and cichty-two were in indigent, or in reduced or 
moderate circumstances; and the families of one 
hundred and forty-four resided in the country. 
No high functionary of the Government, General 
or State, had at that time ason there. Whatever 
objections might exist to the academy, he was 
sure that the gentleman from Ohio desired to be 
correctly informed as to the facts. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have not looked at the ta- 
bles. I spoke merely from my own experience. 

I was saying that I feared the influence which 
could be brought to bear against this amendment 
might forever defeat it. I will state the reason. It 
is because members of Congress have sons there. 
They stand in the line of safe precedents. They 


have their sons educated, and the sons of such of | 


And 1} 


their constituents as are friendly to us. 
say that, so far as my experience goes, it is the 


sons of the wealthy that are educated there. I | 


know that there are members of Congress, not a 


few, who at this moment have sons at that acad- | 


emy. 
Mr. BURT. By the appointment of members 
of Congress? Or since they came to Congress ? 
Mr. SAWYER. Ido not know. I saw them 
very busy here yesterday voting against this 
amendment, and I think they will do so again. I 


venture to say that they will keep on, and that the | 


same influence will operate upon the minds of gen- 
tlemen for the future. Therefore it is that I fear 
the institution is fastened upon us for all time to 
come, 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF. My colleague seems 
to attribute the votes of members to interested mo- 
tives. L voted against the amendment. But I have 
never been instrumental in making more than one 
appointment, and that was a young man—a me- 
chanic—a printer’s apprentice, worth nothing in the 
world. I make this explanation, that the gentle- 
man’s charge may not be made to apply to me. 


THE ARMY OF OCCUPATION. 


The committee rose informally, and 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. J. K. 
Walker, his Private Secretary, transmitting copies | 
of certain (additional) correspondence between the 
department and General Taylor, and General Tay- 
lor and General Ampudia, &c. In its dates it is 
earlier than some of that transmitted yesterday. | 

The message and documents were read, laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD indicated, but did not press, 
a mcetion for an extra number. u 


j 
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WEST POINT ACADEMY. 
| ‘The Chairman having resumed his seat in com- 
| mittee— 
Mr. SAWYER continued. In answer to th, 
| suggestion of my colleague, [Mr. Brinkernorr,} 
| | would inquire whether that poor printer’s Loy o; 
| whom he speaks was not an apprentice in a print- 
| ing office, where there was a Democratic shee: 
| printed?—whether my friend’s political reputation 
| was not somewhat at stake; or whether som, 
favors were not expected? 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. It was a Democratic 
printing office; but no political consideration what. 
ever actuated me. 

Mr. SAWYER. Except the general considera. 
tion. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. [state further, that he 
was not only a poor printer’s boy, but the son of a 

| mechanic—a hatter of our town. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, I must say that my 
colleague has done better than many others. If aij 

| had done as well, the institution, so far, would be 
good, 
| Mr. BURT made a remark, or submitted an jn- 
quiry, not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. SAWYER. About individual eases J ayy 
| not prepared to speak ; but, so far as my expe- 
| rience goes, I repeat that it is the children of th 


| wealthy and the influential who get to that estab- 
lishment. I believe that to be true. Therefore jt 
| is that I fear we may not be able to rid ourselves 
| of the institution, though I hope we may do so 
| hereafter. ' 
| We have just received another message cover- 
| ing additional documents from the army. | am 
\| not disposed to censure the conduct of General 
|| Taylor; but I must say that I feel very little eon- 
| fidence in the course he has taken. He certainly 
had been invested with all the power that aman 
| could have to call to his aid all the military fore 
| he needed; and, seeing the enemy approaching 
| under the declaration which they made, that they 
' would consider that an act of war had been con- 
mitted if he did not withdraw his army, he ought 
to have taken the warning he received, and made 
preparations for every emergency; yet here, to-day, 
| after hearing of the massacre of our soldiers, wi 
are told that we should not go over to the Mex- 
ican territory; that we have already invaded the 
soil of Mexico; and that we should not blame hei 
for declaring war against us, and shooting down 
‘our soldiers. Tam not astonished to hear such lan- 
| ruage from the source whence it has come, either 
|| here or at the other end of the Capitol. ‘The sanx 
| language was used in the days of old, and will he 
used by certain gentlemen so long as the republic 
exists. 
3ut I especially regret, that, whilst this Hous: 
has so liberally and so promptly made the requ 
site appropriations to carry on the war, and to re- 
lieve our army from its present desperate situa- 
tion—I say I especially regret that, out of the four- 
teen negative votes, (only fourteen, thank God,) 
‘five of them should have come from my own 
'| State. Out of the twenty-six States represented 
| here, there were but fourteen negative votes, and 
five of these Ohio furnished. One consolation | 
have; neither of them hails from beneath the folds 
of the Democratic flag. I say it is the only conso- 
lation I have; but it is a consolation. 

To return for a moment to the cadets: I have 
very little faith in their capability so to conduct 
our military affairs as to redound to the credit and 
glory of the country. I do not know an instance 
of a brave, gallant champion coming from that in- 
stitution. @Vhenever we have had such, they 
have all been picked up from the fields, and the 

' woods, and the workshops of our country. 

With reference to the remark I made that these 
young men, after receiving their education, left 
the public service, I would add, that if this insti- 

| tution is continued, it ought to be made imperative 
on those educated there at the public expense to 
serve their country, to make returns in good faith 
for the benefits they have received. But, repeat, 
as things now stand, nine out of ten never enter 
the army. They make better lawgivers or pro- 
fessional men than military officers. 

On referring to the army and navy lists, I think 
I discover some corruptions existing there; and 
I rejoice to see the present efficient head —— 
Navy Department taking hold of one branch of the 
matter as he has done. I believe he is going to 


render some efficient service to the country, and to 
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rid us of an incubus, a burden, a disgrace upon 


our people. ‘These officers are a perfect set of 
drones, living on the fat of the land, and at the ex- 
ense of the tax-paying community. The expense 
of thearmy and the navy, in a time of profound 
eace, is enormous, it is alarming; and itis grow- 
ing more and more so every year. Look over the 
navy list recently published. I have taken some 
trouble to ascertain what these gentlemen are 
about. ; ; d 

Of captains, there are sixty-seven. Of this num- 
ber thirty-six are waiting orders. And if you look 
at the list you will be astonished at the fact that 
gome of them have been waiting orders for twenty 
years. Is it supposed they are not on pay whilst 
waiting orders? They receive from $800 to $1,800 
a year; a majority of them are at this moment 
waiting orders, and have been so from four to six, 
eizht, ten, and twenty years. Of these captains, 
twenty-eight are on duty. ‘The rest are lying by, 
eating fine dinners and drinking rich wines. And 
Iam informed, from a high source, that of those 
waiting orders, some are unfit for service; and you 
may, if you please, guess from what reason. They 
are incapable from the very fact that they eat too 
many dinners and drink too much wine. 

Ofcommanders, there are ninety-seven. Of these, 
fifty-one are waiting orders, and have been almost 
time out of mind. There are forty-five on duty. 

Of lieutenants, there are three hundred and 
twenty-six. Of these, ninety-five are waiting or- 
ders. And we have pursers and chaplains, who 
have been waiting orders for ten years, 

If | am wrong, then the register is wrong. 
These are damning, withering abuses, which de- 
serve to be exposed and remedied. I make these 
charges, and 1 hope that the Military and Naval 
Committees, notwithstanding their other arduous 
duties, will examine into these outrageous abuses 
of the public treasure. Of the ninety-seven com- 
manders, fourteen only are on duty at sea. 

We are, to be sure, gloriously blessed with a 
marine band twice a week, to play sweet whole- 
some music for the dandies and wiskerandoes and 


the members of Congress, in the public grounds | 


near the President’s House. Who provided such 

a thing for our glorification, or for the amusement 

of peculiar classes in Washington city? By what 

law is itauthorized? It were better that they were 
. . 7 . e ” 

playing Yankee Doodle in the city of Matamoras 


than tickling our ears with their tuneful notes here; 


and it would be better that these lazy captains and 
commanders of the army and navy should be de- 


fending their country there than idling life away 


here. You may order them off as soon as you 
please; it will be weeks, nay, months—and in- 
stances in proof can be cited—before they will start 
on their destination. They love their homes and 
their habits too well. These are abuses that may 
be winked at. But they exist nevertheless; and 
1, as a faithful Representative, designing to do my 
duty in the face of displeasure and frowns, whence- 
soever they may arise, proclaim these facts to my 
constituents and to the country, that they may 
know that there is at least one man here ai will 
do his duty fearlessly. 1 regret that my aged 
friend, the venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] and others, have taken so 
decided an interest in resolutions, bringing the at- 
tention of the House and the country to certain 
deserters shot, as it is said, by the command of 
General Taylor. 
design to do with the information they called for; 
but they pressed for it with a great deal of zeal and 
hitterness. | regret that a gentleman of the vener- 
able age and experience of the member from Mas- 
sachusetts should have had any part in these reso- 
lutions. I, not being half as old, not knowing a 
fourth as much as that gentleman, may be wrong, 
and he may be right. 
judgment; and I undertake to say, that the very 


fact of the introduction of such a resolution here, | 


indicated a distrust of the conduct of the military 
commander, which was the very last thing that 
should have been done; because, if you intend, by 
any resolution of that kind, to pass a vote of cen- 
sure upon him for doing what he believed to be his 


duty—especially in shooting deserters—you place | 


him in a situation not very enviable. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Does my colleague intend to || 


be understood as justifying the shooting of any 
man, being either in the army or a citizen, without 


a trial? 
Mr. SAWYER. Ido. 


1 do not know what gentlemen |) 


I speak according to my | 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Very well, that is all. One 
question more. In time of peace, or any other? 
Mr. SAWYER. I do, most emphatically— 
whether our own men or any others. : 
Mr. GIDDINGS. And do you regard that as 
the Democratic doctrine ? F 
Mr. SAWYER. Yes. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. That will do. | 
Mr. SAWYER. Not only as the Democratic 
doctrine, but as the patriotic doctrine; and I believe 
God smiles on the act. Shoot down all traitors, 
say I. Ifyou have an army to command, and your 
men are to be permitted to walk off—to desert at 
pleasure—to convey, it may be, intelligence to 
your enemy—if they are pursued and refuse to 
return to their duty, or to be taken, what are you 
todo? Are you to let them go? LT heard my col- 
league, the other day, on this floor, advocate the 
| principle of shooting down men who were in pur- 
suit of negroes—sustaining them in the use of the 


| 


| knife and the sword to defend themselves. Am I 
wrong? 
Mr. GIDDINGS. You have heard me advocate 


the richt of self-defence in all persons. Do you 
deny to any human being in Ohio the right of self- 
' defence, where he is charged with no crime? 

Mr. SAWYER. My time is about to expire. 
I cannot yield the floor any more. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then do not put questions, 
if you are unwilling to have an answer. 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 advocate the doctrine of Old 
| Hickory, who set a good example, as Washington 

would have done if he had found a traitor in his 
camp—take him dead or alive. It is just; it is eor- 

rect. The result of any other course of proceeding 
| must be mutiny, and we all know what follows 
then. 

I was regretting a while azo that there were hon- 
orable members here, and in the other end of the 
Capitol, who advocate the cause of the enemy 
against that of their own country, and who con- 
tinue to throw stumbling-blocks in the way of the 
successful termination of it. We have seen evi- 
dences of that to-day, and we saw them yesterday. 
We have heard arguments justifying the Mex- 
icans in shooting down our soldiers and attacking 

| our army, because it is said we have no title to the 
territory in which thatarmy is encamped. Andon 

Sunday last, the force of the pulpit (as was the 

case in the last war) was brought to bear—to gag 

the mouths of the friends of the country—to ery 
down a war in defence of the outraged rights of 
the nation. Such a sermon as that, I say, was 
preached in this city. Gentlemen will know to 
whom I refer. The sermon was not preached in 

this Hall. The Ashburton treaty was taken up; a 

sermon was preached in favor of the Godlike; of 

the position he has taken; and against the party 
that is opposed to him and his principles. 

Mr. Chairman, I have given but a hasty glance 
at matters as they exist. ‘There is another bill on 
our tables which I have been anxiously trying to 
get at. 

Mr. GIDDINGS desired to make an inquiry as 
| to the sermon alluded to. He wanted his colleague 
to do the clerry justice. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. 
pretty well. 

Mr. SAWYER. My colleague will know to 
whom I allude, and the persons present at the 
church know. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
| to make an inquiry. 
| Mr.SAWYER. Isuppose my colleague is not 
| the defender of the clergy of this city. If he will 
say that he comes here as their advocate, I will 
answer his inquiry. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I merely wish to know 

Mr. SAWYER, (continuing.) There is another 
bill, for the removal of other abuses in the -Gov- 
/ ernment, in which I feel a deep interest. I fear it 
will not be reached. But I give notice that so soon 
as we shall have got through with bills of more 
direct importance, touching our preparations for 
| war, I intend to be very troublesome until I get 
| that bill up. [have prepared from high authority 
a variety of statistics, by which I intend to show 
some of the outrageous abuses existing in the army 
|, and navy, and in the distribution of offices, more 
fully than I have yet shown them. That is all. 
i} Mr. TIBBATTS said he did not rise for the 
| purpose of discussing the particular amendment 
|| under consideration, nor indeed the bill now before 

the committee. Nor do I intend (said he) to say 


I think he has done it 


I was not there, but I wish 





! 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


SO7 


anything in relation to the remarks of the member 
from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] in relation to the 
shooting down of the soldiers, or rather the men, 
(for they were not soldiers,) who deserted their 
standard in the face of their army, and attempted 
to go over to the enemy at Matamoras. I do not 
think an argument in def2nce of such persons, de- 
serves an answer on this floor, [think the only 
thine to be regretted in this matter is, that these 
men, from the circumstances of thet case, had the 
honor of dying the death of soldiers, by being shot 
down; and that they had not been taken and pun- 
ished, as deserters ought to be punished, by the 
rope of the hangman. Nor do I intend to make 
any response to the appeal of that gentleman for 
the vengeance of Heaven upon our officers and 
soldiers, who are now, or who hereafter may be, 
called upon to defend our rights against the Mexi- 
cans, only express my wonder at the temerity 
of that Representative, on this floor, who will rise 
in his place and express the aspiration which has 
been uttered by the gentleman from Ohio this 
morning; and L only wonder that he does not stand 
in fear himself that a thunderbolt from that God 
does not strike him to the floor of this House in 
uttering sentiments of that kind. 

Mr. Chairman, f regret that my honorable friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. Sawver,} who has just taken his 
seat, has been led to a seeming censure of General 
‘Taylor, in the course of his remarks. 

Mr. SAWYER interposed, and (Mr. T. yield- 
ing) was understood to say that, as far as informed 
at present, he did not feel altogether satisfied with 
General Taylor’s conduct; but nothing was further 
from his mind at present than directly to censure 
his conduet. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, (resuming.) I am satisfied, 
Mr. Chairman, that my friend did not intend to do 
any injustice to that gentleman. | am satisfied 
that every man who knows General Taylor, knows 
that a more honest or a braver man, a more perfect 
gentleman, a more gallant officer, does not wear the 
epaulette of any army on the face of the globe. 
General Taylor ts an officer of experience; one who 
has not transgressed in any degree the authority 
given him by this Government; and one who will 
not fall short of exereising that authority to the full 
extent of the discretion placed in his hands. 

I rise, however, Mr. Chairman, at the present 
time, more with a view of noticing a remark by a 
colleague of mine, [Mr. G. Davis,] not now in his 
place, uttered on ronrn and some remarks 
which are reported to have been made by the Sen- 
ators from Kentucky in the other branch of this 
Capitol yesterday. ‘The deservedly high standing 
of these gentlemen in this country makes it proper 
that something should be said in relation to the 
positions they have assumed on this oceaston, 
and that those positions shall not go forth to the 
country uncontradicted. 

One of my colleagues {Mr. Boyp} yesterday pro- 
posed an amendment to the bill which passed this 
House for the increase of the army, the preamble 
of which amendment (and which was adopted and 
became a portion of the bill which passed this 

House) recited that “ whereas, by the act of the 
* Republic of Mexico, a state of war exists between 
‘that Governmentand the United States.” Now, 
my other colleague, [Mr. G. Davis,| in relation to 
that preamble, says: 

« But, Mr. Speaker, [ have an objection to the preamble of 
the bill. It recites that war exists between the United 
States and Mexico, and that this war was begun by Mexico. 
That informal war exists between the two countries is un- 
deniable ; but that Mexico commenced it is utterly untrue, 
and I object to the preamble because it sets forth so bold a 
falsehood. Lam decidedly, strongly, in favor of the appro- 

priation of the money, and of the raising of the forces for 
which the bill provides. For these purposes, it is sufficient 
for me that our country is at war, be it formal or informal, 
whether begun by Mexico or our own Government. I re- 
quire only to know that our army is in danger, and whether 
it be in the territory of the United States or Mexico, I am 
ready to vote men and money, even to the utmost resources 
of the country, for the resue. If the war be wrongful, at a 
more convenient season I would hold them responsible who 
made it. But E protest solemnly against defiling this meas- 
ure with the unfounded statement that Mexico began this 
war. That position is not necessary to give this bill an 
possible effect. It could have been as well omitted, ual, 
had it been rejected, I doubt not the bill would receive the 
unanimous vote of the House. But that was not the ob- 
ject of its authors. Their purpose was to make the Whigs 
vote against, or force ther to aid in throwing ashelter over 
the Administration, by voting for a bill which set forth that 
this needless and unexpected war was commenced by Mex- 
co. 

’ os Sir, if the bill contained any recitation upon that point 
in truth and justice, it should be that this war was begun by 
the President. The river Nueces is the true western bound- 
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ary of Texas. The country between that stream and the 
Del Norte is part of Mexico.”’ 


An honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Monencan,| remarks: 


“He could very well conceive a case where the army of 
the United States, having assumed a position within the 
territory of Mexico, such a position as would demand from 
Mexico that she should repel the invasion, and that the hos- 
lites should arise between the two countries: would that 
be a state Of war? No,” 


Now, the honorable Senator cites a case—a case 
which is actually charged to exist by the honora- 
ble Re presentauive from Kentucky on this floor. it 
is with a view to this question: Whether a war 
exists between these two countries? whether the 
assertion of the President of the United States, in 
his message to this House, and the assertion in 
the preamble to this bill, be true or not? and whethe 
er, if that war does exist, it has been brought 
on by the act of the President of the United States, 
or the Government of Mexico ?—that Ll wish to re- 
ceive the attention of this committee. 

Now, what is war? ** War’? is defined by Vat- 
tel as ** that stete in which we prosecute our rights 
by force.’ And further on, he tells us that ** war 
in erther defensive or offensive.’’ tus said there 
is no power in this Government that has a right to 
declare war. It is true that there is no power in 
the Government which has the right to declare 
war, except the Congress of the United States. 
And the distinction is drawn as to whether this is 
a case of war, or merely the existence of a state 
of hostilities between the Mexican Government 
and this. Now, the power of Congress ** to de- 
clare war’? must be taken in reference to an offensive 
war. Weare told (and such is the fact—no man 
can doubt it) that war is not only * offensive,’’ but 
** defensive.’’ LI? the Government of Mexicoshould 
declare war against the United States, and should 
mivade the territory of the United States, will the 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina {Mr. 
tuerer|—who, L believe, drew that distinction— 
will he say that war does notexist? And will he 
say that the President of the United States has not 
the right to prosecute a defensive war without the 
interposition of Congress? 

Mr. RHETT said he would answer with cheer- 
fulness, if the gentleman desired; and (Mr. T. 
yielding) he said, in the ordinary use of the word 
** war,’’ we generally mean any fighting—military 
collisions of any kind; but in a constitutional 
sense, under our Constitution, | say to the gentle- 
man that it is not in the power of a general, of a 
subordinate, or of the President of the United 
States himself, to make ** war.’’ Now, what is 
the case here? Here is a case of mere military 
commanders coming in collision. The Constitu- 
tion of Mexico says the Congress of Mexico shall 
declare war, and the Constitution of the United 
States says the Congress of the United States shall 
declare war; and there can be no mere commander, 
or other officer of these two nations who can put 
every man, woman, and child in Mexico and the 
United States in a state of “ war,’’ except by 
the codperation of the two sovereign authorities 
of the twe nations. But there may be collisions— 
there may be hostilities, defensive or aggressive, 
resulting trom the action of other Powers; although 
constitutionally, aceording to the Constitutions of 
Mexico and the United States, there cannot be 
‘war’? unless that ‘* war’’ is authorized and de- 
claved by the constitutional power of one or other 
of the two countries. And he begged gentlemen 
to look at the consequences that would result if 
this were not true. It puts it in the power of any 
military squad, of any commander of our nation, 
or of any other nation, to put this nation in a state 
of war. The killing of people is not war. In or- 
der to constitute war between nations, that killing 


must be sanctioned by the war-making power; if 


not sanctioned, it is collision between military 
forces, between citizens; and in ordinary parlance 
is ** war,’ but not war in the sense in which that 
term is made use of in the Constitution. 

Mr. 'TIBBATTS resumed. It must be per- 
ceived (said he) that this is all an abstraction. It 
would operate as very little consolation to our 
countrymen who have been killed by this invasion 
of our territory by Mexican authority, or to their 
friends and relatives, to know (if they could know) 


Uus distunetion, that they have died by an act of 


hostility, and not by an act of war. Lam willing, 
however, to take the gentleman on his strict con- 
struction of the Constitution, and | say war can 
exist, and that war docs exist at this time, between 


this country and Mexico, without a declaration of 
war on the part of the Congress of the United 
States. I call the attention of the gentleman and 
of the committee to the distinction taken by Vatiel 
as to war ** otlensive,’’ and war * defensive;’’ and 
the question | put to the gentdeman makes the dis- 
tinction itself. If the Government of Mexico 
should declare war against this country, and in- 
vade our territory by an army, she is in a state of 
offensive war; and if the President of the United 
States, in the exercise of his constitutional duty, 
should repel that invasion by the military power 
which is under his control, as the commander-in- 
chief of our military and naval forces, then this 
country 1s in a state of defensive war, without any 
declaration of war on the part of Congress. 

According, then, to the Constitution of this coun- 
try—according to the state of facts existing on the 
borders of 'lexas at this moment—there is a state 
of war exisuing between this country and Mexico; 
one that is a defensive war, L admit, on the part of 
this Government, which cannot become offensive 
without a declaration of war by Congress. 

Mr. RHETT interposed, and inquired whether 
the clause of the Constitution conferring upon Con- 
gress the power ** to declare war, grant letters of 
marque and reprisal,’’ &c., said anything about 
* defensive’? war, or * offensive’* war? 

Mr. 'TIBBA'T'TS replied: There is nothing said 
in this clause; but our Constitution establishes that 
our President is the head of the army and navy of 
this country; and the laws passed in pursuance of 
that Constitution give him the power to cali the aid 
of the army, and navy, and militia, to repel inva- 
sion, and carry on defensive war without the aid 
of Congress, Then I take it, that plainly, accord- 
ing to the law of nations, the position taken by the 
President of the United States is a true position— 
that war does exist, and that the declaration in the 
preamble to this bill is truth. Whether we will 
make an offensive war against Mexico, and invade 
her territories, remains yet to be determined. Not 
only the President of the United States has the 
right to go into a defensive war, but this power is 
secured to the States themselves. ‘This is the pro- 
vision: 


‘No State shall, without the consent of the Congress, lay 


any duty of tonnage, Keep troops or ships of war in time of 


peace, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State, or with a foreign Power, or engage in war, unless ac 
tuclly invaded, or in such tmminent danger as will nol admit of 
delay.”? 

‘Then, let the gentleman no longer contend thata 
state of war cannot exist—a state of defensive war 
—and constitutionally exist, by the President of the 
United States repelling an invasion, or by a State 
repelling an invasion, independently of any act of 


' Congress. 


I now come, sir, to the consideration of the ques- 
tion, whether this war has been brought on by the 
act of the President of the United States, or by the 
act of the Government of Mexico; and to address 
myself to the remark of another honorable Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] yesterday. The 
honorable gentleman says: 

“ Mr. C. feared that all had not been done by our Execu- 
tive that might have been done to avoid that result. He 
hoped the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Sevier] might be 
able to justify, inevery particular, the conduct of the Presi- 
dent; but at present he could see no good reason for ad- 
vaneing our army through a disputed territory to the banks 
of the Rio del Norte, and pointing our cannon upon the 
town of Matamoras.’ 

Now, whether this war has been brought on by 
the act of this Government, Mr. Chairman, or by 
the Government of Mexico, depends on the other 
question, whether the territory between the Nueces 
and the Del Norte is territory belonging to Texas 
or to Mexico. My colleague [Mr. Davis] says it 
belongs to Mexico. I had occasion, Mr. Chair- 
man, at the last session of Congress, in a speech 
which | made on this ‘Texas question, to devote 
some of my time to an examination of this ques- 
tion of ttle. Now, sir, the lower part of the Rio 
del Norte, has been claimed, not only by the peo- 
ple of ‘Texas themselves, but acknowledged by this 
Government before we ceded this country to Spain. 
And without repeating those remarks which I then 
made, I will send them to the Clerk, that he may 
read them. 

The Clerk then read the following: 

** Mr. Jefferson, in his letter to Mr. Bowdoin, 11th July, 
1806, (Jett. Cor., p. 49,) says: y 

“* With respect to our western boundary, your instruc- 
‘tions will be your guide. I will only add, as a conunent 


‘to them, that we are attached to the retaining the Bay of 
‘St. Bernard, because it was the first establishment of the |) 
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‘unfortunate La Sale, was the cradle of Louisiona, and more 
‘incontestably covered and conveyed to us by France under 
‘that name than any other spot in the territory. 

« ¢ St. Bernard’s Bay—bay in the Gulf of Mexico, on the 
‘coast of Texas, longitude 96 50 W.; latitude 28 3) N-_ 

‘ Worcester’s Gazettcer, ed. 1823.’ ‘ 

* Louisiana was ceded by France to Spain in 1761. and 
was retroceded by Spain to France in 1800, and oecupied jy, 
France. By the treaty of Paris, of the 3d April, 1803, it was 
ceded by France to the United States, and the possession 
delivered by the French authorities in 1804. Mr. Madisoy, 
expressing his own views, and those of Mr. Jefivrson, in a 
letter of the 3lst of March, 1804, says, that Louisiana « . 
tended westwarily to the Rio Brave, otherwise called py, 
Bravo del Norte. Orders were accordingly obtained fron, 
the Spanish authorities for the delivery of all the posts on 
the west side of the Mississippi.’’ 

“And in a letter of the 3lst of January, 1804, Mr. Mad) 
son states that Mr. Laussat, the commissioner by whom tiy 
French Government delivered the possession of Louisicns io 
us, announced ‘the Del Norte us its true boundary.” Ina ter 
ter of the &th of July, 1804, Mr. Madison declares the Oppo 
sition of Mr. Jeflerson to ‘the relinguishment of any territory, 
whutever eastward of the Bravo.’ F 

“Mr. Monroe, in a letter of the 8th of November, 1803. ep, 
closes documents, which, he says, ‘ prove incontestubly’ that 
the boundary of Louisiana is ‘the Rio Bravo to the west.’ 
and Mr. Pinckney unites with Mr. Monroe in a similar 
declaration; and on the 20th April, 1605, in a letter to My 
Madison, they assert our ‘title to be unquestionable.’ Vr. 
Monroe, in his letters of January 19th and June lth, laos, 
says, that none could question ‘our title to Texas,’ and con 
eurs with Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison in the opinion 
‘ that our title to the Del Norte wus as clear as to the island of 
New Orleans.’ 

“Mr. John Quincy Adams, in a letter to Don Onis, of the 
12th March, 1818, says: 

*¢The claim of France always did extend westward to 
‘the Rio Bravo.’ ‘She always claimed the territory which 
‘you call Texas as being within the limits, and forming a 
‘part, of Louisiana’ And he further says: ‘Well might 
‘Messrs. Pinckney and Monroe write to M. Cevallos, in 1805, 
‘that the ‘claim of the United States to the boundary of thy 
‘Rio Bravo was us clear as their right to the island of New 
‘Orleans.’ And in bis letter of the 31st October, Lela, hy 
says: ‘Our title to Texas is established beyond the power 
‘of further controversy.’ 


“Mr. Adams, in his letter of instructions to Mr. George 
Graham, of June 2, 1818, says: 

“<¢'The President wishes you to proceed with all con 
‘venient speed to that place, (Galveston,) unless, as is not 
‘improbable, you should, in the progress of the journey, 
‘learn that they have abandoned, or been driven from in. 
‘ Should they have removed to Matagorda, or any other place 
‘ north of the Rio Bravo, and within the ter: tory cliimed by the 
« United States, you will repair thither, without, however, 
¢ exposing yourself to be captured by any Spanish militury 
cforee. When arrived, you will, in asuitable manner, make 
« known to the chief or leader of the expedition, your author 
city from the Government of the United States, and express 
< the surprise which the President has seen possession thus 
¢taken, without authority from the United States, of a plice 
‘ within their territorial limits, and upon which no lawful set 
<tlement can be made without their sanction. You will cal! 
cupon him explicitly to avow under what national authority 
‘ they profess to act, and take care that due warning be given 
«to the whole body that the place is within the United States, 
‘who will suffer no permanent settlement to be made there, 
¢under any authority other than their own.’ 

“Mr. Clay, in his speech on the Spanish treaty, April 3 
1820, (Mallory, vol. 1, pp. 400 and 401,) says: 

“<The title to the Perdido on the one side, and to the Rio 
‘del Norte on the other, rested on the same principle—the 
‘priority of discovery and of occupation by Franee; the 
‘principle observed among European nations having con 
‘tiguous settlements being that the unoccupied space bi 
‘tween them should be equallygdivided.? ‘In 1685 he (La 
‘ Salle) made an establishment on the Bay of St. Bernard, 
* west of the Colorado, emptying into it. The nearest Span 
‘ish settlement was Panuco; and the Rio del Norte, about 
‘the midway line, became the common boundary.’ 

Mr. Clay, also, in his letter of the 17th April, 1844, pub 
lished in the National Intelligencer, says: 

“<The United States acquired a title to Texas extending, 
‘as J believe, to the Rio del Norte, by the treaty of Louts 
‘iana. They ceded and relinquished that title to Spain by 
* the treaty of 1819, by which the Sabine was substituted for 
‘the Rio del Norte as our western boundary.’ ”’ 

I request the Clerk also to read an extract from 
Mr. Clay’s speech of the 3d of April, 1820. In 
relation to our title to Texas he says 

Mr. SEVERANCE here interposed, and asked 
Mr. T.. if he considered that the treaty of 1819 had 
any binding force ? 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied, certainly; but my ob- 
ject is to show what we claimed to be the boundary 
of Texas before that treaty was made. ; 

The Clerk then read the extract from Mr. Clay's 
speech referred to, as follows: 

“This involved an inquiry into our claim to Texas. Tt 


was not his intention to enter at large into this subject. He 
presumed the spectacle would not be presented, of question 





| ing, in this branch of the Government, our title to Texas. 


which had been constantly maintained by the Executive to 
more than fifteen years past, under three several Adminis 
trations. He was, at the same time, ready and prepared to 
make out our title, if any one in this House were fearless 
enough to controvert it. He would, for the present, briefly 


state thatthe man who is most familiar with the transactions 
of the Government—who largely participated in the forma- 
tion of the Constitution, and in all that has been done under 
it—who, besides the eminent services that he has rendert a 
| his country, principally contributed to the acquisition of 
Louisiana, and who must be supposed, from his various op- 
portunities, best to know its limits—declared, filleen years 
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t our title to the Rio del Norte was as well founded 


” 


go, tha > 
s : was to the island of New Orleans. 
a ’ 


Mr. Chairman, (continued Mr. T.,) these au- 
thorities to which I have referred, show incontest- 
vhly, that by no patriot of any party in this coun- 
try was our title to the Rio det Norte ever doubted 
y to the cession of that territory toSpain. They 

how what was the ancient boundary of Texas; 
vod at that time it was never disputed—among 
‘\mericans, at least—that the lower Del Norte was 
the western boundary of Texas. Well, in addi- 
von to this, in 1836, the Texans themselves de- 
clayed, in their organic law, that the Rio del Norte 
was their western boundary; and after Santa Ana 
was eaptured, in the agreement between him and 
the ‘Texan Government, it was conceded by him 
shat the Rio del Norte was the western boundary 
of Texas, and that the troops of the Mexicans 
would be withdrawn from that country to the west 
fihe Rio del Norte. 

Mr. SEVERANCE again interposed, and in- 
quired if that act of Santa Ana was not disavowed 
hy Me xico? 

“Mr. TIBBATTS replied, just in the same man- 
yer in Which Spain disavowed the act of O’Donohu, 
the Spanish general, by which the independence of 
Mexico had been acknowledged; but the Mexicans 
have insisted on it, and claimed that acknowledg- 
ment to be sufficient. 

By the 3d article of the treaty of May 14, 1836, 
(continued Mr. 'T.,) between Santa Ana and the 
Texan Government, it is declared: ** The Mexican 
‘iroops will evacuate the territory of ‘Texas, pass- 
‘ing to the other side of the Rio Grande del Norte.”’ 

\nd they did evacuate that country, sir, (said 
Mr. 'T.,) and they have never reoccupied it; and 
te Texans have held that country from that day 
to this. 

The country between the Nueces and the Rio 
del Norte composes a country, or part of a coun- 
iry—a part of the organization of the State of 
‘Texas. [tis a part of a congressional district that 
will shortly be represented on this floor—the mem- 
ler so to represent which is already elected. The 
Congress of the United States have themselves re- 
cognised this fact, by the passage of an act estab- 
lishing a port of entry on this very territory, and 
hy the extension, by this very Congress, without 
a dissenting voice, of the revenue laws of this Gov- 
erninent over that very territory. 

‘Thus, sir, has the President of the United States 
brought on this war. Llas he, by giving orders to 
lieneral ‘Taylor to oceupy the left bank of the Rio 
del Norte, transcended his constitutional duties to 
his country? And has he, by this act, improperly 
brought a war upon this country? Or a that 
war been brought upon us by the invasion of this 
ihe territory of the United States by Mexican 
forces? This is the question; and it seems to me, 
in the face of these facts, no gentleman can doubt 
fora moment as to who has caused this war. 

What, then, is the state of the case? We are 


prio 


‘ 


question of war was before the country, he could 
not withhold from the Government any amount of 
force or of means that might be required. That 
the honor and rights of the country should be sus- 
tained, was his first and greatest object and desire. 
To sustain these, he would go to any extent. 

He would not draw any distinction between a 
state of hostility and a state of war. ‘here might, 
without doubt, be a border war, without a general 
war, and this would be war as between the two 
parties concerned, Other parties must be notified, 
in order that they might be made subject to block- 
ades. But war actually existed in this case, and 
not mere ly hostilitie s on the border: and the House 
had very properly passed a bill recocnising that 
state of the case. If blockading ports, shooting 
down men, and capturing vessels was not war, he 
did not know what it was. It was idle to talk of 
a state of hostilities; this was a case of open war. 
‘The Commanding General told us that it wus war. 
Qur depots may, at this moment, be in the hands 
of theenemy. ‘The House, he repeated, had done 
right in declaring this to be a state of war. We 
had thereby given notice to third parties that war 
existed, and all neutrals would take notice of it. 
He wondered why the thunder invoked by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sawyer] was not di- 
rected against the enemy—against Canales, and 
Carasco, and all who had shed the Llood of our 


| citizens. 


But he differed from the gentleman who last ad- 
dressed the committee, [Mr. 'Tipsarrs,} in regard 
to the territorial limits of ‘Texas. The territory 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande had been 
set down in every map and by every authority as 
belonging to Spain. France had no territory, as 
was lone avo admitted, east of the Rio Grande, 
which we could claim under the Louisiana treaty. 
Mr. Darracu referred to authorities to show that 
the western boundary of Texas was the Nueces. 

The rezion Letween the two rivers was a thou- 
sand miles in width as it stretched towards the west, 
but at the south it narrowed down to 170 miles in 
width. It contained portions o€ four Mexican de- 
partments. In annexing Texas, therefore, we had 
annexed, not only Texas, which had revolted from 
Mexico, but thousands of Mexican citizens, and 
many Mexican settlements, including Santa Fe, 
where our merchants who come with caravans from 


| the West, now paid duties to the Mexican Govern- 


ment. He would like to know whether Santa Fe 
was a partof the United States. ‘The argument in 


| support of our claim to the country west of the 


invaded by the Mexican army—our territory is | 


invaded, 
Why, no man can doubt it; no man can doubt, 
from the declarations of her Government, in all its 
departments, and from the subsequent action of 
ler army, that she is in a state of aggressive war 
towards us. And will gentlemen contend that a 
war can exist as far as respects Mexico, and that 
there is no war with us? This would be a strange 
auomaly. Mexico is at war with us, but we are 
hot at war with her! Sir, the President of the 
United States had the constitutional power, and it 
was his constitutional duty to go into a state of 
(| 


!Tess. 


The next question is, has the President of the 
United States done all he could do to avoid war? 


Is Mexico in a state of war with us? | 


efensive war, and that without the aid of Con- , 


li seems to me that no man can doubt this when | 


he looks at the correspondence between this Gov- 
ernment and the Government of Mexico. All that 
I have to say is this: were it not for the crippled 
wid unfortunate situation of the Mexican Govern- 
ment, the President of the United States has gone 


« great deal further than he could have been justi- | 


lied, or would have been justified by the people of 
(lis country in going. If he had gone as far to 
«void war with Great Britain or France as he has 
. avoid war with Mexico, he would have received 
Justified in what he has done by the fact that Mex- 
ico ls weak, and we are strong. 


Mr. DARRAGH said, while the momentous 


ie condemnation of the American people. He is | 


Rio Grande was, that France had discovered it, and 
that it was a part of Louisiana. 

But the only discovery that could be adduced 
was that of a small exploring party with La Salle. 


| Eke denied that there was any authority for the 


assertion that Texas ever extended beyond the 
Nueces. What was this titl? What were the 
proofs in support of this claim of Texas? What- 
ever the title was, it was surrendered by the Florida 
treaty. Suppose the argument to be correct, still 
all our claims were merged in the treaty of Florida. 
One of the principal motives that Spain had to 
cede the Floridas to us, was the establishment of 
the boundary of the Sabine. 

jut ‘exas was annexed, and so far from being 
sorry for it, he rejoiced at it; and he should ever 
rejoice at the extension of our institutions. Tle 
hoped the time would come when the whole con- 
tinent would be under our institutions. 

Mr. D. asked whether a law of ‘Texas could 
define the western boundary of Texas? If Texas 
could thus make the Rio Grande the boundary, 
they could make the Pacific the boundary; they 
could take all Mexico. How would such a course 
be justified to the world?) What right had a nation 


| to take territory belonging to another nation? 


sut it was alleged that Santa Ana admitted that 
the boundary was the Rio Grande, while he was 
a prisoner. 
acted under duress, and that the admission could 
not be availed of as an argument. But even if 
Santa Ana had admitted it while in power, and 
in the palace of the Montezumas, it would amount 
to nothing; for he had no right to cede away the 


| territory of the country. He could not disintegrate 
|| Mexico, nor cede away a single inch of the soil. 


| As to the policy of annexing Texas, he was of the 


same opinion now as formerly. Perhaps his opin- 
ions as to the western boundary to which Texas 


| was entitled were erroneous; but it appeared to 


|| him that this taking possession of the Rio Grande 
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The circumstances showed that he — 
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had something more in it than the mere assertion 
of an old claim of title. 

The lands of Texas were, by the terms of an- 
nexation, to be kept by her, and she was to pro- 
vide for her debts and liabilities. ‘Texas had a 
large debt and many habilities. She had issued 
more scrip than any account had been kept of; and 
it was the impression, that after the soldiers’ and 
other claims were met, there would not be land 
enough left in ‘Texas proper to meet the serip. 
Therefore it was enacted that the Rio 
should be the boundary. 

The boundary was not fixed by the law of this 
Government assenting toannexation. It provided 
for the annexation of the country rightfully inelu 
ded in the limits of Texas: and the adjustment of 
the boundary with Mexico was sly reserved 
to the United.States Govern W hen Texas 
found her lands insufficient to pay her liabilities, 
she set upa claim to the Rie Grande as a boundary 

The President said in lis Messave that he had 
sent a Minister to Mexico to settle our difficulties 
with her. He sent orders to the army to take a 
position in| Mexican territory, and then sent a 
Minister to Mexico. This was done at a time 
when Herrera’s Government had been overthrown, 
upon the ground that he was disposed to treat 
with the United States for the surrender of Mex 
ican soil. If the army had remained at the Nu 
ces, our Minister might have been received. Va 
redes could not receive him while ourarmy menaced 
their territory, for he had eome into power on this 
very question of receiving a minister frome the 
United States, while the country was invaded. 

Mr. THLURMAN made some remarks expre 
sive of an opinion that the refusal of Mexico to 
receive our Minister had no connexion with the 
movements of the army, and that the army was 
ordered to the Rio Grande after it had beeome 
certain that Mexico would not receive Mr. Slidell 

Mr. DARRAGH (resuming) had no feelme of 
compassion, he said, for Mexico. Ele believed 
her to be faithless and unjust. ‘The Government 
of the United States had yr rmitted from her what 
no other Government would have sutlered. 

American citizens were invited to Mexico, and 
were then plundered, imprisoned, murdered by 
Mexican authorities. Some were poor cripples, 
after being made beggars. Widows and orphans 
of those citizens had in vain sought any recom- 
pense from this Government. We had folded our 
arms and done nothing. In 1834, a commission 
Was instituted to ascertain these claims and settle 
them; and of the whole amount adjudicated—about 
two millions—not one-sixth had been paid. Two 
instalments, that the Mexican Government held a 
receipt for from our Minister, (Mr. Shannon,) we 
were shuilled out of. ‘This was by some trickery 
of Mexico. F 

The Governments of England and of France had 
not suffered the wrongs of their citizens to pas 
unredressed, ‘They demanded and obtained 1 
dress. France saw that Mexico would play the 
same game with her as with us. She promptly 
battered down her castle of San Juan d’Ulloa. She 
obtained the indemnity she sought, and made Mex 
ico pay the expenses of the war besides. If we 
went into this war, he hoped there would be no 
peace till not only the Rio Grande question, but 
every other question was settled, and every dollar 
of those claims paid, He had no feeling on the 
subject of the territory in dispute. He was as 
anxious as any one to extend the limits of our fre 
institutions, and would be ever ready to go as far 
as he that went farthest to protect the honor of the 
country. 

On motion of Mr. GORDON, the commitiee rose 
and reported progress. 

Mr. McK AY offered a resolution, providing 
that the dehate on the bill should terminate in ten 
minutes after it should again be taken up in com 
mittee. : 

A motion was made by Mr. ‘TOOMBS to ad- 
journ; which motion—by yeas 58, nays 73—was 
rejected; and the question recurred on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. McKAY demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded. ; 

The main question was ordered. 

No quorum having voted, (it being now half 
past three o’clock )— 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. ALBERT 
SMITH, and rejected. 
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And the question being then taken (under the 
operation of the previous question) on the adoption 
of the resolution, the vote stood, yeas 85, nays 33. | 

So the resolution was adopted, 

Mr. THURMAN moved a recess tll half-past 
feVven. 

A motion was made to adjourn. Rejected. 

‘The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
THurMan. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved an amendment, fixing 
fen o’clock to-nieht. 

Mr. EK. B. HOLMES moved ten to-morrow 
morning. {This motion was not entertained, | 

Mr. WINTHROP said, as a question inter- 
vened since the motion to adjourn had been voted 
on, he would now again move to adjourn, 

‘The CHAIR put the question, and announced 
that it was lost. 

Mr. WINTHROP asked a division. 

The CHAIR deeided that it was too late to call 
for a division after the decision was announced, 

Mr. WINTHROP said he had called for a di- 
vision before the decision was announced, and ap- 


vealed from the decision of the Chair. 


Virg PRICK moved the previous question, 

Mr. WINTHROP said, as a motion now inter- 
vet d, he would avain move an adjournment, 

‘Tellers were ordered—ayes 59, noes 64. Nega- 
tived, 

‘The question recurred on the appeal. 

Mr. WINTHROP. said, as a division had now 
been had on a motion to adjourn, he would with- 
draw the appeal, 

‘he demand for the previous question recurred, 
it was withdrawn, and renewed three severa] times, 
and was at last seconded, 

A motion was again made to adjourn, and nega- 
tived 

The previous question was put, that is, ** Shall 
the main question be now put??? and decided in 
the affirmative. 

Another motion was here made to adjourn. ‘The 
Veus and nays were tuke is and it was ne vatived— 
yens BR, nay : 76. 

Mr. Winvunor’s amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. ‘THurman’s mo 
tion—aves 67, noes 65. A\rreed to, 

And the Llouse accordingly took a recess, at 
four o'clock, till halt 


past seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 
At half-past seven o'clock, the SPEAKER re- 
sumed the chair, and laid before the [louse the fol- 


lowing communication, 


House or Rerresentatives, May 12, 1846. 
Sin: Having been by the House refused a clerk to assist 
in doing the manual laborin the committee to investigate 
the charges against Mr. Webster, and the House having re 


tueed toexense nie from further service on that comnittice, 


thus seeming disposed to rm pose on tne an tndire degree ot 
labor, | have felt it due to myself to refuse to serve on that 
committee > and Lagain most respectfully ask the House to 


excuse me, and that another may be appointed in my place. 


Your obedient servant, 
JOHN PETTIT. 


lion. Joun W. Davis, Speaker, We. 


The said communication was read; when, 

On motion of Mr. BRINK ERHOFF, Mr. Per 
riv was excused from further service upon the said 
committee, aid’ Mr, Seaporn Jones was appointed 
in his place. 
RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


\ messave from the Senate, by Mr. Dickens: 

Mr. Speaker: The Senate have passed the bill 
of this House, entitled “An act providing for the 
prosecution of the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico,’’ with amend- 
ments, 

The House proet eded to the consideration of the 
said amendments; which were read, 

And the question was stated, ‘* Will the House 
arree thereto??? When 

Mr. LLARALSON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the main question was 
ordered, and all the said amendments were concur- 
red im, except the following, viz: 

Strike out the following words in section nine, 
to wit: ** Exeept as follows, to wit: privates of in- 
fantry, artillery, and riflemen, shall receive ten dol- 
lars ype r month, and privates of volunteer mounted 
corps twenty dollars per month, for their services 
and the use and risk of their horses;’’ and insert, 
‘and all mounted privates, non-commissioned off- 
cers, musicians, and artificers, shall be allowed forty | 
cents per day for the use and risk of their horses, 


except of horses actually killed in action; and if | 


any mounted volunteer, non-commissioned officer, 
musician, or private, shall not keep himself provi- 
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ded with a serviceable horse, said volunteers shall | 


serve on foot.” 


And the question being put, ‘* Will the House | 
agree thereto?’ it was decided in the affirmative, | 


as follows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 


A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brock- | 


enbrough, Brodhead, Willian G. Brown, Jobn H. Campbell, 
Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dilling- 
bam, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Faran, Fieklin, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, Join W. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. 
lagersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Damel P. King, Preston King, Thos. 
Butler King, Leake, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, MeClean, 
McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McKay, Barkley Martin, Mor-e, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Price, 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Root, Sawtelle, Saw 
yer, Seddou, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, L. H. Sims, 
Simfison, Truman South, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stuurkweather, St. John, Strong, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tredway, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 


Wheaton, Wilhams, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, and | 


Yell—117. 

NAYS—Mesers. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Baker, Bell, 
Milton Brown, Buttington, Burt, Williaa W. Campbell, 
Carroll, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Cro- 
“ier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dockery, Edsall, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Hotmes, Hudson, Leib, 
Lewis, Lumpkin, MeClernand, MeConnell, McHenry, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, John P. Martin, Moseley, Pollock, Ramsey, 
J. A. Rockwell, Stephens, Stewart, Strom, Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Trombo, Winthrop, and Young—5v. 





The said amendments having all been concur- 
red in, 


Mr. HARALSON moved that the last mention- 


ed vote be reconside it d. 

And the question being stated, 

Mr. HARALSON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and the main quesuon was 


ordered and put, and the Flouse refused to recon- 
sider said vote; when 


Mr. t1LARALSON moved that the vote on agree- 


ing to all the said amendments, except the last, be 
reconsidered, 


And the question being stated, 

Mr. HARALSON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and the main question was 
ordered and put, and the House refused to recon- 
sider said vote, 

Ordered, ‘That the Clerk acquaint the Senate 
thereof. 

And then the Elouse adjodrned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, Way 13, 1846. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had con- 
curred in the amendments made by the Senate to 
the **act providing for the prosecution of the ex- 


isting war between the United States and the Re- | 


public of Mexico;”’ also, that the Speaker of the 
Llouse had signed several enrolled bills. 
The Journal was then read. 


‘The VICE PRESIDENT signed the Mexican 


war bill, and sundry other enrolled bills. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message received from the President of the 
United States, transmitting certain (additional) cor- 
respondence between the Department of War and 
General Taylor, and General Taylor and General 
Ampudia, &c., of an earlier date than that trans- 


mitted on Monday, was read, and ordered to be | 


rinted, 
Mr. ALLEN moved that 20,000 additional cop- 
ies of the correspondence just received be printed 


for the use of the Senate, in connexion with that | 


received on Monday last; which motion was 
agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. SPEIGHT pre sented the petition of Clem- | 


ents, Bryan, & Co., praying indemnity for loss 
sustained by the annulment of their contract for the 
removal of the Cherokee Indians; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of citizens 
of Ohio, asking a mail-route from Lebanon to Wil- 
mington, in that State, and the discontinuance of 
the mail-route between Waynesville and Wilming- 
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ton; which was referred to the Committee 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. C, also presented four petitions of citizens 
of Ohio, praying an appropriation for the improy, 
ment of the Maumee river; which was referred 4, 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of Wi. 
liam Pittman, praying a pension; which was refey- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JENNESS presented a petition of ship. 
owners and shipmasters, of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, praying that the pilot law of 1837 Ly 
not be repealed; which was laid on the table. * 

Mr. ARCHER presented a similar petition of 
shipmasters and shipowners of Alexandria, Djs. 
trict of Columbia, which took the same course, 

Mr. MILLER presented a remonstrance, to t}y 
same effect, from citizens of Newark, New Jersey: 
which also was laid upon the table. , 

Mr. CAMERON presented two memorials froyy 
citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, ey 
gaged in the coal trade, praying that the tariff of 
1842 may not be repealed; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial of citizens of 
the city and county of Philadelphia, praying th 
establishment ofa national foundry within the Stat: 
of Pennsylvania; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. C, drther presented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania, opposed to thy 
establishment of a national bank, the distribution 
of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
among the States, and in favor of a separation of 
the Government from banking institutions, by 
means of an independent treasury. 

Mr. C. still further presented a memorial of in- 
porters and dealers in wines and liquors, in Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, praying that foreign wine 
and liquors may be subject to specific, instead of 
ad valorem, duties; which was referred to the Cou- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. C., also presented a resolution passed by th 
Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, instruct 
ing their Senators and requesting their Representi- 
tives in Congress to vote against any reduction of 
the tariff of 1842. In presenting the resolution, 
Mr. C. availed himself of the opportunity to ex- 
press the pleasure with which he would obey thes 
instructions. Mr. C. further presented the pet 
tion of A. G. Ralston & Co., praying the repay- 
mentof duties alleged to have been illegally exacted 
of them by the collector for the port of Philadel 
phia; which was referred to the Committee on F 
nance. 

Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of John 
| P. Converse, praying compensation for services as 
| special agent of the Post Office Department, for 

settling certain claims for tolls charged against 

mail contractors, and assumed by that department, 
| which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented a concurrent resolution of 
both houses of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, in favor of reorganizing the militia system 
of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be print 
ed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition of 
citizens of Mystic, Connecticut, praying a redue- 
tion of the pay and mileage of members of Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Retrenchment. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of citizens of 
Lucas county, Ohio, praying an appropriation for 
improving the Maumee river; which was referred 

_ to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of citizens o! 
Detroit, Michigan, praying the construction of & 
road from Green Bay to the mineral region o! 
Lake Superior; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of artists and other 
citizens of New York, praying that paintings, sta'- 
uary, and other works of art, may be admitted 
into the ports of the United States free of duty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance 

Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of John 
M. Moore, late chief clerk in the General Land 
Office, praying compensation for extra services; 
which was referred to the Committee on Publi 
Lands. 


1 


On the 


|| Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of the 


trustees of the West Florida Collegiate fatinnte, 
‘| praying the confirmation of their title to the grou 
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which they have erected their building; which 
— referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted the following 
resolution, Which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the completion of the works 
for the improvement of the river Thames, con- 
nected with the harbor at Norwich, in the State of 
Connecticut, and that the papers on file in the 
office of the Secretary of the Senate be referred to 
said committee. 

Mr. BERRIEN said the bill that had passed 
yesterday might render necessary some further 
icvislation. It would be recollected that we had a 
treaty with Spain, in the 11th article of which it 
was stipulated ‘that neither Power should permit 
privateering to be carried on from their ports 
arainst each other. It was thought that Cuba 
mieht be the place from whence privateers would 
be fitted out. The article subjects the parties to 
the punishment of piracy; and, although treaties 
were regarded as the law of the land, still it had 
been thought by Judge Story that they ought to 
be accompanied by some legislative enactment to 
sive them full validity. He therefore begged leave 
to submit the following resolution, and ask its im- 
mediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and what, 
lezislation by Congress is necessary to give effect 


Ww 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, pressed an 
amendment of $30,000 for fortifications at Proctor’s 
Landing. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the bill by inserting $30,000 for fortificauons at 
Sollers’s Point, near Baltimore. 

These amendments were withdrawn, it being 
represented by Mr. LEWIS and Mr. EVANS, 
that this bill embraced merely old works, and that 
another bill, on which these amendments might 
properly be grafted, was in its progress through the 
House of Representatives. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. LEWIS then moved to take up the bill 
from the House making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 
partment, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
various tribes of Indians for the year ending 30th 
June, 1847; which motion was agreed to. 

This bill was discussed until a late hour in the 


afternoon; and, after having been amended in sev- 


to the 11th article of the treaty of San Lorenzo el | 


Real, of the 27th October, 1795, between the Uni- 


ted States and Spain; and that they have leave to | 


report by bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was at once adopted. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, The the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to pay to Elizabeth Tims, the mother of 
James Tims, late postmaster of the Senate, de- 
ceased, the sum of $150, to defray the funeral ex- 
penses; and that he be hereby further directed to 
pay to Elizabeth Tims the balance of the salary of 
suid James Tims from the time of his death till 

the close of the present session; and also the addi- 
tional compensation usually allowed him for his 
strict and faithful attention to the duties of his 
office. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. A'TCHILSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, submitted an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition of Zeba Baker; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of certain persons therein named, the owners 
of certain treasury notes which were lost while 
under the control of the Post Office Department; 
which was read, and passed to the second reading; 
and the accompanying report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. N. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill supplementary to the act providing for the 
transportation of the mail between the United 
States and foreign countries; which was read, and 
the accompanying report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted an adverse report 
upon the petition of Michael Bowden; which re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. also asked that the said committee should 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Ann Kelly, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Louis é la Houssaye; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading; and the accompa- 


>? 


hying report was ordered to be printed. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FORTIFICATIONS. 


Mr. LEWIS moved that the prior orders of the 
day should be postponed, in order to take up the 
act rom the House) making appropriations for 
certain fortifications of the United States for the 
= — June 30, 1847; which motion was 

freed to, 

lhe bill was then taken up, considered as in 
committee of the whole, amended so as to appro- 
priate $200,000 instead of $100,000 for the fortifi- 
cttion of the Florida reef, reported back to the 
Senate, and the amendment was ‘concurred in. 


eral particulars, was passed over informally. 
And, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate 


| proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 


| ness; and, after some time spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, May 13, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dickens, Esq., Secretary, Mnforming the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Richard Elliott,’’ and a reso- 
lution in favor of David Shaw and Solomon T. 
Corser. 

Also, that the President of the United States 
had notified the Senate that he did, on the 8th in- 
stant, approve and sign a bill of the Senate entitled 
“An act to repeal a part of the act entitled ‘An act 
supplementary to the several laws for the sale of 
the public lands, approved April 5, 1832, and for 
other purposes.’ ”’ 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee have ex- 
amined enrolled bills of the following titles, viz: 

An act to authorize un increase of the rank and 
file of the army of the United States; 

An act providing for the prosecution of the ex- 
isting war between the United States and the Re- 
public of Mexico; 

An act for the relicf of Charles W. Bingley, of 
Charleston, 8S. C., and found the same truly enrolled; 
when the Speaker signed the said bills. 


THE NAVAL AND REVENUE MARINE. 


Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES sent to the Chair the 
following letter, which, on his request, was read 
for information: 

“ TrReasuRY DEPARTMENT, March 31, 1846. 

“Sir: The steamers now under construction for the rev 

| enue marine having progressed very rapidly towards com 
pletion, it is desirable that some action should be taken 
upon the bill which I had the honor to submit with my let 
ter dated December 22, 1845, and which [ understand you 
| have taken under your care. 

“It is probable they will be ready for active service in the 
course of the approaching summer or fall, and their pres 
ence upon the southern coast is very desirable. Under ex- 
i-ting laws, the appointment of engineers is limited to six 
of each grade, beimg the number required for those steamers 
now in operation. 

**] have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, sR. J. WALKER, 

“Secretary of the Treasury. 

“Tion. I. E. HobMes, 

“Chairman Com. Naval Affairs, Ho. of Reps.” 

Mr. H. said that there was a bill in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, which 
regulated this matter. And he moved that the 
committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, with a view to have it put on 
its passage. 

And the question having been taken on the mo- 
tion, and decided in the affirmative— 

| The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill 

And the question then was on ordering it to a 

| third reading. 

The bill was read as follows: . 
A BILL to regulate the appointments and promotions of 


officers in the United States revenue marine, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of Americe in Congress assembled, That 

|| all captains and lieutenants hereafter to be appointed in the 





Sil 


revenue marine service shall be appointed by the President 
of the United States, by and with the adviee and consent of 
the Senate; and all non-commissioned officers in said ser 
vice shall be appointed by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, 
upon his warrant. 

Sec. 2. nd he it further enacted, That no person shall be 
first appointed in the revenue marine service to a higher 
grvde than third heutenant, and none shall be considered 
eligible to that office except he be between the age of 
eighteen and twenty. five vears. 

Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That no officer shall be pro 
moted to a higher grade than second lieutenant unless he 
shall produce the written testimony of two captains in the 
said serviee that he is of good moral character, that he has 
the necessary qualifications as a seaman and navigator, and 
until he shatlhave been examined, and a report in tis tavor 
made by a board of officers appotnted for that purpose. 

Sec. 4. .4nd be if further enuected, That the President and 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury may appoint to the revenue mn 
rine serviee,in the same manner as presertbed by the act of 
the third of March, one thousand cight hundred and forty 
five, one superintending engineer, who shall reeeive the 
sane rate Of compensation as allowed to captains in said 
service, two additional chief and two additional as=tstant 
engineers, Whose compensation shall be the same as pre 
scribed in the act aforesaid. 

See. 5. and be it further enacted, That from and after the 
passage of this act, the boatswains, gunners, and carpenters 
employed inthe revenue marine service of the United States 
shall be paid at the rate of thirty-five dollars per mouth, and 
one navy ration per diem. 


Mr. RATHIBUN desired to propose a substi- 
tute, the object of which was to transfer the ves- 
sels of the revenue service to the navy of the Uni- 
ted States. We had now (he said) three navies; 
one, the navy proper; another connected with the 
Post Office Department; a third, the revenue ma- 
rine; and even a fourth branch, he believed, was 
srowing up, belonging to the coast survey. So 
far as he understood the objects, uses, and pur 
poses of the revenue service, it was absolutely of 
no benefit to the country. It was growing out of 
the control of the proper officers of the navy, and 
was not subject to that complete responsibility 
which in a Government like ours was necessary. 
It increased largely the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment without any adequate service returned, 
It was very important, in his judgment, (and so he 
had been advised by experienced men,) that we 
should concentrate all our navy under that one 
branch known properly as the navy. 

Mr. l. EF. HOLMES suggested to Mr. Raru 
BUN not to interpose these objections now, when 
there was necessity for prompt and decided action, 
but that the discussion should be continued at somie 
other ime. He (Mr. H.) would pledge himself, 
as chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
sive due consideration to the subject. 

Mr. RATHBUN had no doubt, he said, that 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Homes} 
acted from just and patriotic motives. But he 
(Mr. R.) must be permitted to differ with that gen 
tleman, for he found that it was always too late to 
correct a thing which had taken a wrone direction 
by the action of thisGovernment. The very same 
reason which had actuated him yesterday in en- 
deavoring to prevent the permanent atiachment of 
a corps of sappers and miners to the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point, actuated him to-day in en- 
deavoring to prevent the increase of a marine which 
was acting under two separate departments, and 

| two distinet commands. ‘The navy was provided 
with the means for the appointment of engineers 
and men, and for taking charge of them; and there 
were officers and men ready and waiting for these 
appointments. He had no desire to delay the ac- 
tion of this House; but he was in no panic in rela- 
tion to the difficulties between this Government 
and Mexico. He was not disposed to act wrong 
in haste, and then, when he had become cool, to 
turn round and act right. He was for acting right 
at once; and it took no longer time to act right than 
wrong. His substitute would take from the treas- 
ury, which was charged with the collection of all 
the revenue, which had a corps of officers almost 
without limit, and responsibilities almost too great 
for any man, a large portion of patronage and ex- 
penditures, and would transfer them to the legiti- 
mate department of the Government. He called 
upon the members to take up the subject, and see 
whether they were prepared to transfer to the naval 
service vessels and men belonging to the Treasury 
Department, and yet leave the command in that 
department. This revenue-marine service was a 
worthless and useless thing, which ought to be 
transferred to the navy by law. It was time we 
acted on the correct principle of condensing that 
navy. He had conversed with the officers of the 
navy, and he had never yet found any who under- 
stood the uses and purposes of this branch of the 
navy, but who denounced the whole thing as 


— 


if 
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worthless for the purpose for which it was design- 
ed: and who did not, with a single voice, declare 
that it ought to be transferred to the navy. 

Mr. R. moved that the bill be recommutted, with 


instructions to report a bill transferring the vessels 
of the revenue marine to the Navy De partnent. 

Mr. GORDON demanded the previous quesuon, 
but there was no second. 

And the question reeurring on the motion to re- 
ommit with instructions, 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING desired to say a few 
WwW ord sin conlrmation of the views W hich h ud been 
ed by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Rarusun.| "The question of the transfer of the 
revenue marine to the navy had attracted his (Mr. 
K.’s) attention some years avo. It was true that 
hat service 


expres 


consututed a considerable navy in 
itself. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. WEIEBEA'TON, from the Committee on En- 


rolled Biull 


clerical error in the bill (heretofore passed ) to sup- 


, reported a jomt resolution to correct a 


ply deficiencies im certain AP propriauoiis for the 
current tise il year. 

‘The jomt resolution having been twice read, and 
having been ordered to a third reading, was read a 
third tine and pea sed. 


THE NAVAL AND REVENUE MARINE. 


he -louse resumed the consideration of this 
hall. 


Mr THOMAS B. KING continued his remarks. 


Phe revenue ervice, he was remarking, was be- 
au very considerable branch of the military 


marine off 


eon 


he country. [nits ortzinal oreanization 
not intended, he presumed, that it should 
Yet, he confessed, there 
were very considerable difficulues in the way of its 
transfer. tlow far this bill might increase these 
difficulties he could not positively say, but he 
thoueht m would, to some extent, augment them. 
Notwithstanding the urgency with which the 
measure was pressed, he was inclined to think it 
mald be better to adopt the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Rarnupun. | 
Mr. LIOLMES satd there were some things 
which he knew, because he did not know. Te 
knew the impropriety of altering a great system in 
a summary manner, because he did not know the 
peration mall respects of such alteration. And 
in their wisdom and intelligence, to 
recommend to this House the alteration, in so 


il wa 


reach its present vrowth. 


for rentlemen, 


ummary a manner, of a great system, interwoven 
with all our revenue, marine, and naval systems, 
from the formation of this Government to this 
time. was about as bold, and he had no doubt dis- 
played as much science, as Galileo’s recommen- 
dation, that it be understood hereafter that the 
world «oes round the sun, instead of the sun going 
round fthe world! If this whole system were to 
be altered, let it be done with caution and care. 
When hostilities have burst upon us, and when 
we had given yesterday the power to the President 
to raise armies and launch navies, on a small bill, 
which was required to put into Immediate action 
the vessels already built, that they might be sent 
from one port to another to vive warning of the 
fleet of our enemy on our coast, or of privateers 
there—to stop now, and go into the alteration and 
revision of a great system, did appear to him so 
sublime, that he did not know how to desienate it. 
He moved the previous question; but withdrew 
it at request, and on pledge of ats renewal by 
Mr. STAN'TON, who said, that while he avreed 

in the general views of Mr. Rarubun, as to the 
propriety of connecting the revenue branch of the 

public service with the Navy Department, he 
could not concur in his proposition at present. 
In making this great change, it would be nece ssary 
io go to the very foundation of the system. While, 
therefore, he was ready, on the proper oceasion 
and on the proper bill, to vote for the transfer of 
the vessels and men tn the revenue service, and to 
put them under the charge of the Navy Depart 

ment, Where he thought they properly belonged, 
ubjeect to be called into the revenue service by a 
reguisition of the Secretary of the Treasury— 
while he would vote for this under the proper cir- 
cumstances, he should not be able to do so now; 
for the efficiency of the service at the present con- 
juneture called for the passage of this ill. in com- 
plianee with the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. 8S. moved the previous question; but with- 


drew it at the request of 

Mr. McCLELLAND, who said he was inclined 

to go with the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
LATHBUN,]| to make the revenue marine system a 
partand parcel of the navy system of the coun- 
try; but the Secretary of the ‘Treasury might be 
authorized at any time to apply to the Secretary of 
the Navy, and he might detach a portion of the 
naval ollicers to perform the revenue service of the 
country, who would still remain subject to the 
rules and regulations of the Secretary of the Navy, 
except so far as regards these revenue services, 
which shall be performed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The first, second, 
third, and fifth sections, had in view the establish- 
ment of a permanent system, and the ingrafung 
the revenue marine system on the ‘Treasury De- 
partment; but the fourth section looked only to the 
appointment of additional engineers for the navy. 
Ile took it for eranted that this was ne essary from 
ihe fact that it was reported from the Naval Com- 
uuitee, to whom the subject appropriately be- 
lone d. 

Lie moved, if it was in order, to strike out the 
whole bill except the fourth section. 

‘The motion to recommit, with instructions, was 
the first question pending. 

Mr. McKAY read the present law regulating 
this subject, from which it appeared that the rev- 
enue culters were already lable to be connected 
with the navy when the exigencies of the service 
required. ‘The Pre sigyt of the United States had 
the power, under the existing law, to transfer them 
to the navy, or, at least, to bring them to co-ope- 
rate with the navy, under the direction of the head 
of that de parrtine nit. 

Mr. RA'TELLUN said, the difficulty of that law 
was what he wanted to get rid of, and to bring 
this system altogether under the direction of the 
Navy Department, and into a position in which 
Congress might have contro] over the appropria- 
lions therefor, instead of leaving them to remain, 
as at present, supported from the gross revenue, 
not from the treasury proper, 

Mr. McKAY (in his seat) said they were, by 
recent law, made dependant on the appropriations 
of Coneress. 

The question was taken by tellers, on the motion 
of Mr. Rarusun to recommit with instructions, 
and was decided in the ailirmative—yeas 85, nays 
ao 

So the bill was recommitted. 

The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the call of the committees for reports. 

Mr. HAMPTON, on leave given, presented the 
joit resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New Jersey, requesting their Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to use every proper and 
honorable effort to prevent the repeal or material 
alteration of the laws now in force imposing duties 
on foreign imports, 

Also, joint resolutions of the same, requesting 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
use their influence to obtain a sufficient appropria- 
tion for the purpose of constructing a lighthouse 
on‘Tucker’s beach, or Absecomb’s beach. 

‘The resolutions were referred to their appropriate 
committees, and ordered to be printed. 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Benron, of New York, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriauons for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the year ending on the 30th 
June, 1847. 

‘Lhe pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Rarubun, providing that no cadets shall here- 
after be appomlted; and that so soon as the cadets 
now there shall have graduated, the institution shall 
be abolished. 

Mr. GORDON resumed the floor, (under the 
limitation ef the resolution adopted yesterday, 
that debate should cease in ten minutes.) 

Mr. G. swid that when (yesterday ) he had moved 
that the committee rise, he had submitted the mo- 
tion more with a view to the adoption of a resolu- 
tion to terminate the debate than to retain the floor 
that he might address the committee. But he 
would avail himself of the privilege he possessed 
to say a few words on the question before the com- 
mittee, and On matters and things in general. 





| L ask, shall I class them? 
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The pending question (continued Mr. G.) is th, 
) amendment of my colleague, (Mr. Rarunyy.) 
which proposes, prospectively, the discontinuance 
of the West Point Academy. I differ fron, ny 
colleague. I cannot support a proposition tha 7 
| Military Academy, which is the only public 
tary school in the United States, shall be alo). 
ished. That the United States should be with an 
such an establishment I do not believe; yor do | 
believe that there is in the United States a site jy) 
| ter adapted to such an establishment than tha; 
West Point. If that aeademy should be discontiy 
| ued, the eflect, in my judgment, would be to byiia 
| up some dozen or twenty schools in different Star. 
of the Union. Probably every State would eo, 
in and want a military school established with), 
its limits. Tam not going to pursue this questiny 
| further. Itis sufficient for me to say that I sha!! 
| vole against the proposition, especially at this tine. 


Uthe 


hii} 


it 


The academy was established to qualify men 1 
engage in the army, to serve the country in tiny 
of war; and now, when war is upon us, when it 
has been declared to exist, up Starts a propositi 
here, and at this crisis, to abolish the only military 
school in the country. [am opposed to it, . 
dut I will now pass on to the state of the Union; 
and [ will notice some things that have taken place 
within a few days past, particularly in this Hall, 
‘There are two kinds of immortality—oue of 
elory, the other of infamy. The immortality of 
| Evatostratus, who set fire to the Ephesian teniple, 
| was of the latter class. So also was that of Nero. 
who fiddled whilst Rome was burning. And to 
come down to the history of our own times and 
our own country, we find that we had tories in th 
Revolution; we had the Hartford Convention in th 
war of 1812: and we had the blue-light Federal 
ists, who had their beacons to light the enemy to 
the shores of our country. We had also those in 
the last war who opposed it, voted against the su)- 
| plies, attempted to paralyze the arm of the Govern 
ment, and rejoiced at the victories of the enemy 
over the armies of their country. Now I class all 
of these with Eratostratus and with Nero. 

And now, what shall I say of the fourteen who 
| voted against the recognition of the existence of 
| war, and against the supplies to prosecute that war 
| to a speedy and successful termination? Where, 
Where shall I class th: 


man who has explained to the world the vote which 


| he gave, who has put his name on record, who 
| will have an immortality either of glory or of tnfa 


| plauded for doing so. 


my, Who has published such language and planted 
himself on such sentiments as these | am about to 
read? Listen: 

Mr. G. now read from a letterof Mr. Severance, 
published in this day’s Intelligencer: 

‘TI believe the Mexicans upon the Rio Grande have been 
acting strictly in self-defence; and if they have made a manly 
resistance to General Taylor, they are to be honored and ap 
Without now calling in question the 
mode by which the Mexican Department of Texas was con 


| verted into a State of our Union, Ido deny that General 
| Taylor, since he advanced beyond the Nueces, has been 


either on the soil of the United States or on that of Texas. 
He has been, and was at the last accounts, in the Mexicen 


| Department of Tamaulipas, and it is there, on Mexican soil, 


that blood has been shed. ‘The war has not been commenced 
by Mexico, but by the President of the United Siaics, with 
out the authority of Congress, aud without any necessily. 
Here (continued Mr. G.) is an honorable Rep 
resentative in the American Congress, avowing, 1!) 


| the face of the world, that the war, to carry on 
| which this House has voted supplies with a wia- 
/nimity almost unparalleled, ‘ had not been com- 


menced by Mexico, but by the President of Uv 
United States, without the authority of Congress, 
and without any necessity.”’ Complaining of his 
country ! justifying Mexico! Charging the Exe: 
utive of his own country, who has an embarrass 
ing war on his hands, with an impeachable crime : 
For the gentleman says: * It was not required by 
‘any sound policy, and it was totally forbidden by 
‘the Constitution of the United States, by a regard 
‘ for justice, and by international comity and good 
‘faith.”’ Thus denouncing the Executive of his 
own country as worthy the execration of the civil 
ized world. Such is the language of a Represeut- 
ative of the American people! not used in the heat 
of debate, but deliberately written, and sent toa 
newspaper to be published to the world. 

This is not all. The same Representative de- 
clares: 


“The bill which passed the House yesterday sanctions his 
proceedings, and endorses his manifesto of the causes ol war, 
throwing the odium gn the Mexicans, which justly attaches 
' to himself”? 
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And again: 

«Unless the President desires war, and looks to the con- 

est of Mexico, I submit whether he has not committed 
Soh 4 political crime and a blunder, and I will wait for an 
ansW er on the results of the measure.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN here announced the expira- 
tion of the time allowed for debate. 

Mr. GORDON took his seat, remarking he was 
sorry to be thus cut off, 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Raruaun; and by ayes 50, noes 94, it was 
rt jected. , ‘ 

“The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. TIBBATTS made an ineffectual motion to 
take up the bill for the benefit of the blind. 


THE ARMY. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the committee pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the support of the army, for the 
year ending on the 30th of June, 1847. 

* he bill was read. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the following 
item, by increasing the amount to $468,193 67: 

« For subsistence in kind, $313,735.”’ 

Mr. McK AY sent to the Clerk’s table a letter 


from the department, showing the necessity of this , 


increase, On account of extraordinary expenses 
consequent upon the military occupation of Texas; 
which was read. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. McK AY moved to strike out the following | 


item, on the ground that the appropriation had 
some time ago been transferred to the bill making 
appropriations for fortifications: 

* For armament of fortifications, $300,000.”’ 

The item was stricken out. 

The following item being under consideration— 

“or repairs and improvements and new ma- 
chinery at Springfield armory, $125,0007’— 

Mr. McKAY moved the following amendment, 
(to come in at the end thereof,) which was agreed 
to; 

“And the sum of $5,000, out of the appropria- 
‘tion made for the same object by the act approved 
‘March 3d, 1845, is declared to have been intend- 
‘ed for the purchase of the lots adjoining the ar- 
‘mory grounds, as expressed in the estimates, to 
‘which purpose it has been applied.’’ 

The following item being under consideration— 

* Mor arsenals, $157,593?’ — 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend it by increasing 
the amount to $168,593. Agreed to. 

‘The following item being under consideration— 

** For expenses of the mineral land service, 
830,000 °— 

Mr. McK AY moved to amend it, after the word 
“service,” by adding the words * including those 


incurred since the Ist January, 1846.’’ Agreed to. 


The second section being under consideration, 
in the words following— 


‘in his diseretion, direct the expenditure of the | 
‘appropriation for the ‘armament of fortifications,’ || 


‘and ‘for the purchase of ordnance, ordnance 


‘stores, and supplies,’ at any time after the passage 
‘of this act?’=— 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, it was amended by | 
striking out the words “ for the armament of for- | 


tifieations, and.”? 


Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, moved the fol- | 


lowing as an additional section: 


Ind be it further enacted, That from and after | 


the passage of this act to the end of the present 
war, the monthly pay of the non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates of the artillery, 
infantry, and riflemen, who may be in the service 
of the United States, shall be the same as the pay 
allowed to the non-commissioned officers, must- 
Cl 
United States. 

Mr. BLACK, in a few words, explained the 
eces 
r 


eo the provision in reference to pay made in the 


ill nassed yesterday. 


Mr. McK AY hoped the amendment would not | 
This was a bill merely appropriating for | 


prevail, 


the army as it now exists. He alluded to the ac- 


tion just taken by both Houses on this subject, in 
the bill passed yesterday, and read a statement of 
the pay of privates in our army at different periods 
— the foundation of our Government. 
“Or privates had been eizht dollars only for a short 


‘vs, and privates of the dragoon regiments of the | 


‘sity which had arisen for this amendment, | 


The pay | 


could easily be done. 


time, having been a great-part of the time four dol- 
lars; and they were better clothed and paid under 
the present compensation than any soldiers in the 
world, 

Mr. BLACK admitted this, and desired they 
should continue so to be paid and clothed. He 
knew that the pay for time of peace had been too 
high, and he was as desirous to practise all reas- 
onable economy as anybody; but we were now 
calling for volunteers from the yeomanry of the 
country, to defend the country, and he thought 
the rate proposed by his amendment was not too 
high; and he wished all to be placed on the same 
fvoting. 

Mr. BURT moved an amendment to the amend- 
ment of his colleague, so as to limit its operation 
to the time of war. 

This amendment was understood to be accepted 


by Mr. Back, and his amendment modified ac- 


cordinely. 


Mr. ‘TIBBATTS moved an amendment to the | 


amendment, to provide that all privates shall re- 
ceive ten dollars per month during the war. 

Mr. McKAY again expressed the hope that all 
these aimendments would be voted down. — It had 
been determined by both Houses, in the bill which 
passed only Jast night, that the pay of privates 
should be seven doliars; and he hoped something 
like consistency of action would be pursued. In 
addition, if this amendment were adopted, the item 
for pay would have to be largely increased, and 
various other portions of the bill over which they 
had not passed, would haveto be amended. 

Mr. ‘TIBBATTS said, although the House 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate, reducing 
the pay of privates, it was not to be inferred that 
they were in favor of such reduction. ‘They agreed 
to it, because they feared by not doing so the bill 
would be greatly delayed, if not defeated, when it 


| Was necessary that it should immediately become 


alaw. As far as revarded the other areument of 
the gentleman, that the adoption of the amend- 
ment would require a change of other items, it was 
a mere matter of figures and verbal alteration, and 
The man in the service of 
his country actually engaged in prosecuting a war, 
risking his life, and at a great distance from his 
home, should be better paid in time of war than in 
peace for lounging about arsenals and armories. 
Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL did not think it ne- 
cessarily followed from the Senate’s amendment 
that they were opposed to raising the pay of our 
soldiers; but that it was merely their intention to 
make the waves of the volunteer the same as of 
our regular soldier. He went for raising the wages 
of both. He argued that the present pay was In- 
sufficient from the difficulty of raising recruits, 
and from the fact that the army of the United 
States is made up at this very hour of foreigners, 


'and not of our own citizens, because our citizens, 


from their greater skill and better practical ac- 


) | quaintance with the ordinary arts and business of 
* That the President of the United States may, || 


life, were better qualified to acquire a subsistence 
in the ordinary course of industry. Now, if we 
made up this army, of which we were informed 


| so many had deserted and gone over to the enemy, 


| difficulty. 


of our native-born citizens, we should avoid this 
He therefore went for a sufficient com- 
pensation to induce natives to go into the army; 
and he thought the wages proposed by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. ‘Tinearts] not too high 
in time of war, to which the operation of the 
amendment was limited. 

Mr. HAMLIN concurred with the gentleman 
from New York in his premises, but could not ar- 
rive at the same conclusion. While engaged in 
actual service he thought the compensation pro- 
posed by the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
Brack] precisely right. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, leave being cranted, 
inquired if the dragoons were obliged to maintain 


_ their horses out of their wages, or if specific provi- 


sion was made for them ? 


Mr. HAMLIN replied that the dragoon was | 


paid $8 per month, and forage for horse, or forty 

cents a ity allowance for horse. , 
In case of actual war, (he proceeded to say,) in 

which the honor and interests of the country were 


\\ involved, he did not believe the fighting was to be 
‘done on the basis of dollars and cents. 


were so, he would say to the gentleman from New 


| York, why, let us have foreign mercenaries to do 


our fizghtine. But there was another impulse over, 
above, and far beyond that ignoble consideration, 


If that | 
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that fired the heart of every man, and that would 
lead him to go where duty calls him in the defence 
of his country at whatever risk. It was high and 
elevated patriousm—the sincere love of country. 
And men actuated by such impulses, it was, on 
whom we were to rely, ond not on those who 
fought merely for the motive of dollars and cents. 

As far as the matter of pay was concerned, he 
thought this $8 per month—nearly 8100 a year, 
in addition to clothine—was better pay than was 
usually received for ordinary labor. The true sol 
dier’s impulses would be as warm, and he would 
be as ready to fight for this as for an increased 
compensation; but he believed that justice to the 
soldier himself, who usually lett other business, 
and the welfare of the service, required that reason 
able compensation should be given; but as mde 
pendent men, they were not called upon from these 
or other considerations to increase the pay. lle 
understood very well, that declining to vote for the 
increase of pry, he micht be attacked by some ven 
tlemen; but revardless of such eonsiderations, and 
in obedience to the honest dictates of his judg 
ment, he should vote for the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, and aewainst that 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROO'T was in favor of equalizing the waves 
of the rank and file of the different branches of the 
service, AS was proposed by the eentleman from 
South Carolina, and of mereasing the compensa 
tion from 8&8 to S10, as was proposed by the een 
tleman from Kentucky. Ele found himself to oc 
cupy different grounds now from those he oeenpied 
afew days aco. Ele was then, and had a right to 
he, the friend of every Mexican; now, he had ne 
such right: he was made by your act the enemy of 
every man in that republic, and he believed, in 
consequence of their yesterday’s work, he should 
be the enemy of every citizen of some other nation 
before lone.” : 

Now we are in awar. It is rerarded by some 
rentlemen asa small war. It will crow to a erent 
one, unless we make it a short war. Let us, then, 
go into it thoroughly. Thave heard somethine 
from the gentleman from New York |[Mr. Gor 
pon] about the fourteen men who were enemu 
to their country. Lam one of those (said Mr. R 
who voted against the declaration of war. 1 

| thoucht L was right then, and I think so now. But 
that is over. We are in awar now; and bam 
with you now, and my constituents are with you. 
[Cries of ** Good.”} And I speak fora people who 
live on the frontier—who can look into the ene 
my’s country, or what may become an enemy's 
country very shortly. We are with you in this 
war with Mexieo; and if other wars come, we 
shall do our duty. 

Mr. R. warmly advocated the increase to 410 of 
the compensation per month of those who take 
the dry hard knocks in the war—-who had no pro 
motion or honors in view—and whose only conse 
lation was the reflection of having done their duty 
If they could earn 88 per day in Congress for de- 
claring war, he thought certainly those who did 
the actual service and the fighting were entitled to 
more than $8 per month. He questioned very 
much the correctness of those gentlemen in favor 
of the war, who did not think they were entitled 
to more. He referred to the stinted bounties and 
wages given at the commencement of the last war, 
but 416 bounty being offered; and to the increase, 
before the close of the war, to $144 a yeor; and 
urged that we should not commence with a nig- 
rardly compensatio®, but should offer full and rea- 
sonable wages. He would cut off, not from the 
pay of soldiers, but such items as $49,000 * for 
transportation of officers’ bagezare.”’ 

Notwithstanding the very censorious remarks 
of the gentleman from New York upon the four- 
teen men who voted differently fram him, he felt 
comfortable under that vote; and he said to that 
centleman, who resided far hack among the antt- 
renters and anti-readers, that there were some who 
were very ready for a fight, but were very quick 
to hurry out of it. Mr. R. was not of this nam- 
ber. Yesterday his rule of conduct was to keep 
his country right if he could. He had a new rule 
to-day: now she was in a war, and he went for his 
country, right or wrong. He was responsible for 
his course to his constituents; and he should not 
look to Ulster and Delaware counties, or their rep- 
resentative. Let them first settle their own ae- 
counts about anti-rent wars and other matters, 
before they took others in charge 
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Mr. BROCKENBROUGH obtained the floor, 
and (after some conversation with Mr. Gorpon as 
to the right to the floor) proceeded. He asked this 
House, in its grave, deliberative wisdom, if they 
thoucht it was wise and statesmanlike now, in the 
becinning of a war of which no man can see the 
end, to be raising the pay and emoluments of the 
This was to be no child’s play, no holy- 
day war. Weare to goto war with a people inur- 
ed toarms, who have able and experienced generals, 
who have already placed our army in an unfortu- 
nate position, We were to go to war witha mighty 
country, of immense surface. It has its mountains, 
its rive rs, 1s narrow passes, capable of defence; 
and from what he learned of the matter he feared 
that a Mexican chapparel might be quite as formi- 
dable a place of refuge for an enemy as a Florida 
We had looked on the Florida 
a small matter, until the regular army be- 


He begged 


armyr 


Swanip Or Nariss, 
war as 
enaine a re vrular drain fil the tres sury. 
erentiomen not to berm now in thus way. We had 
that was caleulated to strike terror 
Let us not now lose 
the moral eflect of that véte by holding out the 
wea that the American people were not going to 
the additional stimu- 
The news that we were receiving 


riven a vole 


ito the breasts of our foe. 


engage in this war without 
hi of money, 
by every meal showe d that our people were ready: 
that the drums were being beat, the flag unfurled, 
and volunteers were rushing to our standard; and 
now, would gentlemen, in this moment of enthu- 
iasm, When the country was ripe for war, have 
us throw out the suspicion that our men were not 
yoing to war except for the consideration of mo- 
Ile considered eight dollars per month was 
enough especially if, as the gentleman 
from Ohio had said, it was all to be spent at the 
camp; and he thought the history of the last war, 
as alluded to by the gentleman, admonished us 
that we should not begin with the largest offers of 
iifty thousand volunteers had 
been authorized to be raised. We might need 
fifty thousand, and fifty thousand twice-told more. 
Let them net, therefore, be voting extra millions 
of eizht dollars; for the plain people—those who 
remained at home, (and they would still constitute 
thre majority, ) who paid the taxes—would under- 
Our 


ney? 


wages 


compensation first, 


stand it as well as members of Congress. 
soldiers were willing to fieht for what was consid- 
ered a reasonable compensation im the country; 
and they should authorize no expenditures larger 
than were necessary. He was the last man who 
was in favor of war. He would go as far as might 
he to avoid it; he had seen the desolations, the 
plunderings, the burnings, the distress of families, 
the anguish and agony of the widowed mother, 
and the childless pare nt, which were occasioned 
by war; and his knew something 
of what a war was by sad, melancholy, expe- 
rience. While the rest of this country poured out 
its treasure with a lavish hand, they poured out 
their blood. The very soil he represented was 
rich with the blood of its inhabitants; and there- 
fore he should be the last man to advocate war. 
But when we had received a message from the 
President, telling us that the war had already be- 
cunt that the enemy had invaded our soil, and 
slain our people; when we had recounted the long 
listof wrones we had suffered from Mexico, which 
had never been retaliated; and when he thought of 
and insults heaped upon us in the pom- 


constituents 


the abuses 
pous Mexican pronuneciamentos,—he thought it 
due to the rights of the nation, to neutral nations, 
to assume a belligerent atutfde, and he had pro 
posed to begin the war by a formal declaration. 

tHe hoped this amendment would not pass. We 
had acted nobly. He felt prouder of his country 
than he did before; he felt proud of the American 
Congress; and the people, he felt assured, would 
call for ne mercenary tribute to bring them into the 
army of the country. 

Mr. GORDON said the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. Roor] informed them that he was one of the 
fourteen who voted against the bill declaring the 
existence of war; and he states also what is not 
true—what is false in fact—that he (Mr. G.) as- 
serted that the fourteen who voted against the bill 
were enemies to their country. He said no such 
thine; he was commenting on the reasons given to 
the world by one of the gentlemen, {Mr. SEVER- 
ANCE, | for his vote, and he did not even call him an 
enemy to the country. If he was or is a tory, or 


if the gentleman from Ohio was, it might not be 
from choice, but from associauion—an associalion 
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which has perverted their judgments, and made 
them what God never intended they should be. 
The gentleman from Ohio says he voted against 
this bill, but now he is with us. Well—better late 
than never. Late repentance, if sincere, was ad- 
equate to salvation; but as to his sincerity, he left 
it for the gentleman’s constituents to pronounce 


upon, when he now professed to be for his coun- | 


try, while by his vote he stood forever recorded 
against his country. 

Now that war is declared, the gentleman would 
vote ten dollars to the soldiers per month. Why? 
Was it to get ten dollars per month for his friends 
in his district? Undoubtedly there were volun- 
teers—not the gentleman himself, (he never would 
do; he wanted to get back here)—who would go 
from the gentleman’s district—and he had sagacity 
enough to discover that this vote for the ten dollars 
would be something in the pockets of his popular- 
ity; but he would not vote a man or a dollar to 
repel the invasion of Mexicans who crossed our 
frontier and shed the blood of our citizens. And 
that was the patriotism which the gentleman dis- 
played on this oceasion ! 
from Ohio was content, he (Mr. G.) was. 


Ele had 


Now, if the gentleman | 


taken all the notice of him which he or his remarks | 


deserved, 

He should not suffer himself to be drawn aside 
into a discussion of any local difficulties in the 
State of New York, of which the gentleman was 
utterly ignorant, to gratify his imperunent curi- 
osity. 
care of themselves without foreign interference. 
Had the gentleman been there, | have no doubt he 
would have been found on the side of the patroon 
aristocracy, whose days are numbered, against 
needful and just reforms, and the rights of the 
people, as he now is on the side of Mexico against 
his country. 


‘The people of that State know how to take 


Mr. G. did not believe it was profitable in this 


crisis to be talking about our right to Texas; yet 
he did think it proper to answer some of the ob 
jections made by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
SeVERANCE.| He understood that gentleman to 
say, that the territory between the Nueces and the 
Rio Grande was not only disputed territory, but 
that it belonged to the Mexican Government; and 
that the American blood shed by Mexicans on 


this side the Rio Grande was shed on Mexican | 


soil by Mexicans defending their own territory; 
and that Mexico is to be honored for the part she 
has taken in this war; that this Government has 
acted in the wrong; that the President has acted 


without authority, and that all the odium of war | 


justly attaches to the Executive of this country. 


By the organic law of 1836, the Republic of Texas 
fixed her western boundary on the 
It became a part of the original constitution of 
‘Texas, and ‘Texas, according to this boundary, 


ti0 Grande. | 


not only achieved her independence, and main- | 


tained it for ten years, but up to this boundary her 


independence was recognised by the United States, | 


France, England, and Holland. This very terri- 
tory is a part of a congressional district, and in a 
few days it would be represented, he trusted, by 
a representative speaking and advocating the cause 
of ‘Texas, and the rights of his constituents, on 
this floor, Not only this, but it was a revenue 
district of the United States, made so by this same 
Congress; and the bill making it such district 
passed without opposition, and was voted for, if he 
was not mistaken, by the gentleman from Ohio 
and the gentleman from Maine themselves. And 
we heard from them, at that time, no plea that this 
was Mexican territory. In regard to the upper 
Rio Grande, he would not speak so positively; 
but in regard to the lower Rio Grande, where our 
army was now encamped, and where American 
blood had been shed, ever since the treaty of 1803, 
it had been claimed and admitted to be a portion 
of the territory of ‘Texas. It had been so claimed 
by Jeflerson, Madison, Monroe, Adams, Henry 


Clay, and Benton; and the Rio Grande was ad- | 


mitted by Spain to be the true boundary between | 


Tamaulipas and Texas. What man, then, but he 
who was demented by party strife and prejudiee— 
a ‘Tory against his will—would, when American 
blood has been shed on American soil, stand up 
and condemn the title of his Government to this 
territory? This was the kind of patriotism which 
was exhibited by certain gentlemen on this floor. 
With reference to the amendment under consid- 
eration, he believed that soldiers, in time of war, 


BE. 


| Shall we overrun and conquer Mexico? 


May 13, 
ceive in time of peace. He went for raising 1), 
compensation of our soldiers, dragoons and j),. 
fantry, all round. He admitted, with the vente. 
man from Florida, {Mr. Brockensrovcn, | th 
the volunteers who were to go and to be efficiens 
soldiers in Texas, would be impelled by Joye or 
country, as the efficient motive which governed 
them; but they should have an equitable compey. 
sation. He would vote for ten dollars for thon 
if that was disagreed to, he would vote for eicht 
dollars, and would agree to less rather than |nes 
the bill. He was unwilling to make a discripyins. 
tion between volunteers and regular soldiers, wh; 
might tend to produce jealousies and unfayoral)|e 
results; and he would pay to all a fair and reaso,. 
able compensation. 

Mr. SEVERANCE said that facts could be « 
forth which would show that we were not actin« 
in self-defence in the military movement on the Rio 
Grande. It was imperative upon us, while plun- 
ging into war, to inquire what were the causes of it, 
and how we got into it. He did not propose to vo 
back to the annexation of Texas; but it was well 
known that the western boundary of Texas was in 
dispute, and was so admitted in the act assentine 
to the annexation. He would call upon any friend 
of the measure of war just adopted, to say when 
the Rio Grande was the boundary of Texas. Ay 
attempt was made by ‘Texas upon Matamoras, but 
the expedition did not succeed, and the Texan 
troops were driven back. When did Texas hold 
any post on the Rio Grande? Never. The poyu- 
lation between the Nueces and the Rio Grande 
were all Mexicans—there were no Texans there, 
It was our duty to see that our country was in the 
right in every conflict, and we could not advance: 
the glory of the country by placing it in the wrong; 
and it was our especial duty to preserve peace with 
the republics on this continent. 

What object was to be gained by this war’ 
Mexico had no commerce upon which we could 
make reprisals. In issuing letters of marque s\y 
would have the advantage ten times over. We 
could, it was said, invade her territory. We migit 
plunder her churches, and carry off her treasures. 
He did not know how it was with her churches, 
but there was a plentiful scarcity in her treasury 
Wh ul 
shall we do with her population? Shall we bring 
them into the Union on an equal footing with us 
as voters: 

He protested against sending the troops further 
than Corpus Christi. He had done his duty in 
voting against the bill. 

Mr. DELANO spoke at length on the subject, 
and in vindication of his vote against the bill. ‘I'l 
President had informed us in his message that we 
were in a state of war—war with a sister republic 
War was declared, and the time had arrived when 
he was compelled to go for his country, right or 
wrong. Up to that period he had endeavored to 
keep his country in the right; but war having been 
declared, he would now sustain the arms and main- 
tain the exertions of the country. He was, there: 
fore, in favor of the amendment proposed to in- 
crease the pay of the soldiers to ten faces a month 


’ 


Chl 


¢ 


| He adverted to the difficulties and dangers which 


would attend the service. ‘The bones of our coun- 
trymen would be left bleaching on the mountains 
of Mexico. The diseases of the climate would Le 
fatal to vast numbers of them. He guarded hin- 
self against any charge of refusing the means for 


| rescuing General Taylor’s army from peril. [lis 
| destiny was fixed long before this bill could be 


| on the bill. 


| of the 


No debate had been allowed 
Our mouths were stopped by the ad- 
ministration of the gag rule. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS here asked whether the gentle- 
man knew that the rule of which he spoke origi- 
nated in the 27th Congress, which was a Whig 
Congress? 

Mr. H. read the rule adopted March Ist, 1542, 
which provided for the discharge of the Commitice 
Vhole on the state of the Union, from the 


carried into effect. 


| consideration of any bill referred to it after acting, 


without debate, on all amendments pending, or that 


| may be offered. 


Mr. DELANO, in reply, said, if that was 80, 
it proved that his Democratic friends were apt 
scholars. We were offered a bill with a preamble 


| which contained many falsehoods in a few words, 


were entitled to higher compensation than they re- | 


and which he could not vote for. ; 
We were in the midst of a war, which we ha‘ 
engaged in without authority of law and without 
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being in the right, and he was now ready to go 

shoulder to shoulder with all those who sustained 

the honor of the country. Where this war would 

end he could not predict. But we had not yet 
eettled the Oregon question. He never had any 
eonfidence in the sincerity of the President’s decla- 
rations of a purpose to maintain our rights in Ore- 
on. He believed that he would give away all 
Oregon to prosecute this war for a territory not 
belonging to Us. He would ask the gentleman 
from Iilinois [Mr. Doverass] where he stood now? 
Was he upon the ground of 619 now? Where 
was the expense of this war to end? [t was said 
that we Must conquer peace, W e had let loose 
war. If any one could conquer it back again, he 
joped they would undertake it very soon. If any 
one would take the contract at the South to con- 
quer Mexico in ninety days, he would like to see 
it done. 

We had declared war without notice. It came 
upon the country like a clap of thunder in a clear 
sky. The pirates were ready to be let loose upon 
our unprotected commerce, We had everything 
to lose—nothing to gain. Send your armies, in the 
prosecution of this illegal, unrighteous, and dam- 
nable war, to the mountains of Mexico, and disease 
and the foe will sweep them off in thousands. 
The passes and mountains of Mexico would be- 
come a charnel-house for our people, and their 
bones would be seattered all over its vast terri- 
tory, before this peace would be conquered. 

H{e thought the matter, in a military point of 
view, would become important before we got 
through with it; and he would undertake to show 
what would be the result in a financial view. We 
had got through with the glorious Florida war, at 
an expense of forty or filty millions of dollars. 
This war would cost a vast deal more. He enu- 
merated the various items of military expenditures 
that would be required. 

So far, the amount of appropriations was about 
fificen millions. If the people had any common 
sense, they would hold responsible the authors of 
this war, which was conceived in fraud, and was 
to be consummated in iniquity. There were many 
other topics to which he wished to advert, and 
there was one that he must, in the candor of a free- 
man, allude to. The war was intended, it had 
heen urged, to extend the area of freedom, but the 
result would be very different. 

Mr. DOUGLASS next took the floor. 
members proposed that the committee rise, that he 
might proceed with his speech in the morning. } 
He declined to avail himself of their courtesy, as he 

had but a few remarks to make, and those princi- 
pally in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, who had 
just taken his seat, [Mr. Detano.] ‘The gentle- 


yan from Ohio (said Mr. D.) has been so kind as 


to herald my advent before my arrival, and an- 
nounce that L was about to follow him in the de- 
hate. I suppose that he drew this inference from 
the fact that I took a seat near him, and listened 
io his speech with the most respectful attention. 
Acting upon this suggestion, he has addressed a 
large portion of his speech to me, and invited an 
answer from me, especially to the principal points 
in his argument. I propose to gratify him in this 
respect; and while I shall speak with freedom and 
boldness of his positions and arguments, I trust I 
shall observe the same respectful courtesy towards 


ity Opponents which has characterized his effort. | 


! commend the patriotism, if not the morality, of 
the sentiment which he quoted at the beginning, 
and repeated several times in the course of his 
speech: “I go for my country, right or wrong.”’ 
| fear, however, that this sentiment, once so much 
approved by our countrymen, isabout to be brought 
into disrespect and contempt by the use which the 
centlinan and some of his coadjutors are now 
making of it. They “go for their country, right 


or wrong;’’ but they insist that their —— is, | 
r 
| 


and has been, all the time in the wrong. ey 
say that they will support the war; but that, in 
their opinion, **the war is unholy, unrighteous, 
and damnable.”? 


Mr. J. W. HOUSTON. Who made use of 


that expression? Was it any gentleman on this 
side of the House ? 


_ Mr. DOUGLASS, Yes, sir. The gentleman | 
from Ohio, [Mr. DeLano,] who has just taken his | 


seat, made use of the identical words, and repeated 
them several times with great emphasis in the course 
of his speech, while the great body of his political 
friends listened with the most profound respect, 


[Several | 


j 


and gave every indication of approbation and en- 


couragement, by expressions, looks, and nods of 
assent. I see the venerable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts before me now nods his approval of the 
sentiment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
prove and endorse every word and syllable of it. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. So I supposed, from the 
marked indications of approval which that gentle- 
man and his friends gave to every attack upon the 
rights, interests, and honor of his own country. 
What reliance shall we place on the sincerity of 
gentlemen’s professions, that they are for the coun- 
try right or wrong, when they exert all their pow- 


_erand influence to put their country in the wrong 


| and disgrace will attend our arms. 


in the eyes of Christendom, and invoke the wrath 
of Heaven upon us for our manifold crimes and 
aggressions? With professions of patriotism on 
their lips, do they not show that their hearts are 
against their own country? They appeal to the 
consciences and religious feelings of our country- 
men to unite in execration of our Government, 
army, citizen soldiers, and country, for prosecuting 
what they denounce as an unholy, unrighteous, 
and damnable cause. They predict that the judg- 
ment of God will rest upon us; that sickness, and 
carnage, and death will be our portion; that defeat 
Is there not 
treason in the heart that can feel, and poison in 
the breath that can utter such sentiments against 
their own country, when forced to take up arms 
in self-defence, to repel invasion by a brutal and 
perfidious enemy? They for their country right 
or wrong, who tell our people, if they rally under 
their country’s standard, their bones will bleach on 


| the plains of Mexico, and the enemy will look 


| or, and duty to their country. 


down from the mountain top to behold the destrue- 
tion of our armies by disease and malarias, and 
all those mysterious elements of death which Di- 
vine Providence employs to punish a wicked peo- 
ple for prosecuting an unholy and unjust war! 
Sir, I tell these gentlemen that it requires more 
charity than falls to the lot of frail man to believe 
that these sentiments are consistent with the sin- 
cerity of their professions—with —— hon- 

j -atriotism ema- 
nates from the heart, fills the soul, infuses itself into 
the whole man, and speaks and acts the same lan- 
guage. A friend of his country in war will feel, 


speak, and act for his country; will revere his | 


country’s cause, and hate his country’s enemies. 
America wants no friends, acknowledges the fidel- 
ity of no citizen who, afier war is declared, con- 
demns the justice of her cause, or sympathizes 
with the enemy. All such are traitors in their 
hearts; and would to God that they would commit 
some overt act for which they could be dealt with 
according to their deserts. 

I will now proceed to examine the arguments 
by which the gentleman from Ohio, and those with 
whom he acts, pretend to justify their foreign sym- 
pathies. ‘They assume that the Rio del Norte was 
not the boundary line between Texas and Mexico; 
that the Republic of ‘Texas never extended beyond 
the Nueces—and consequently our Government 
was under no obligation, and had no right to pro- 
tect the lives and property of American citizens be- 
yond the last-mentioned river. In support of this 
assumption, the gentleman has referred to the dis- 
pute which he says arose between the provinces 
of Coahuila and ‘Texas, and the decisions of Al- 
monte and some other Mexican General thereon 
prior to the ‘Texan revolution, and while those 
provinces constituted a State of the Mexican con- 
federacy. Ele has also referred to Mr. Hastings’s 
History of ‘Texas, in which we are also informed 
that the same boundary is assigned to the Mexican 
province of Texas. 1 do not deem it necessary to 
go back to a period anterior to the Texan revolu- 
tion, to ascertain the limits and boundaries of the 
Republic of Texas. But if the gentleman has so 
great a reverence for antiquity as to place more re- 
liance upon old authorities, which have become 
obsolete and inapplicable, in consequence of the 
changed relations of that country, I will gratify his 
taste in that respect, by directing his attention to 
the various maps, records, histories, and authori- 
ties—Spanish, english, and French—by which it 
is shown that the Rio del Norte was the boundary 
line between the French province of Louisiana and 
the Spanish provinces of Mexico. The gentleman 
can satisfy himself on that point, if he will take the 
pains to read a despatch (1 might with propriety 
say a book, from its very great length) written by 


a 
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the American Secretary of State, John Q. Adams, 
to the Spanish Minister, (Don Onis,) in 1819. He 
will there find the authorities all collected and re- 
viewed with a clearness and ability which defies 
refutation; and demonstrates the vahdity of the 
American title under the treaty of 1803, to the 
country in dispute, together with the expression of 
his opinion, by the venerable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, {Mr. Apams,} that our title to the Del 
Norte was as clear as to the island of New Orleans. 
This was the opmion of Mr. Adams in 1819. It 
was the opinion of Messrs. Monroe and Pinekney 
in 1505. It was the opinion of Jefferson and Madi- 
son—of all our Presidents,and all Administrations, 
from the day of the purchase of Louisiana in 1803, 
to the fatal treaty of relinquishment to Spain in 
1819. IL give the gentleman the opinion of these 
men in opposition to the opinion of Almonte and 
his brother Mexican General, and then leave the 
question of boundary prior to the ‘Texan revolu- 
tion. Will he tell us, and his constituents, that 
those distinguished statesmen, including his triend 
from Massachusetts, {| Mr. Avams,] as well as Mr, 
Polk and the American Congress, were engaved in 
an unholy, an unrighteous, and damnable cause, 
in claiming title to the Rio del Norte ? 

But, sir, | have already said that doe not deem 
it necessary to rely upon these old authorities for 
the full and complete justification of our Govern- 
ment in defending possession of the country on the 
left bank of the Rio del Norte. ‘There is better 
and higher evidence than this. The Republic of 
‘Texas held the country by a more glorious utle 
than can be traced through the old maps and musty 
records of Spanish and French courts. She held 
the country by the same title that our forefathers of 
the Revolution acquired our territory and achieved 
the independence of this Republic. She held it by 
virtue of her Declaration of Independence, setting 
forth the inalienable rights of man, by men who 
had hearts to feel and minds to comprehend the 
blessings of freedom; by principles suecesstally 
maintained by the irresistible power of her arms, 
and consecrated by the precious blood of her glo- 
rious heroes. These are her muniments of title 
to the empire which she has voluntarily annexed 
to our Union, and which we have plighted our 
faith to protect and defend against invasion or dis- 
memberment. We have received the Republic of 
Texas, with her entire territory, into this Union, 
as an independent and sovereign State, and have 
no right to alienate or surrender any portion of it. 
This obligation, the gentlemen of the opposition 
admit, so far as respects the country to the north- 
east of the Nueces, but deny both the obligation 
and right to go beyond that river. IL should have 
felt myself under pecultar obligations to them, if 
they would have condescended to inform us apon 
what grounds they assume the Nueces to have 
been the boundary line of the Republic of Texas, 
and draw a distinetion between our right to the 
country on the opposite sides of that stream. I 
know nothing in the history of that republic, from 
its birth to its transition, that will authorize any 
such assumption. In order that l might be certam 
of the accuracy of the facts to which L am about 
to refer, | have taken the precaution, within the 
last few minutes, to have them authenticated by 
the testimony of the two most distinguished actors 
(one of whom I now recognise in my eye) of those 
thrilling and glorious scenes of the Texan revolu- 
tion. before this high authority, | assert that, as 
early as the campaign of 1835, there were soldiers 
and officers too in the Texan army, who resided 
in the country between the Nueces and the Del 
Norte. ‘These same heroic men from the west 
side of the Nueces, or so many of them as had not 
been butehered by the Mexican soldiery, were 


present at the battle of San Jacinto, on the 2}st of 
| April, 1836, when Santa Anna was captured, and 


the Mexican army annihilated. Although few in 
number, and from their residences exposed to 
more of the barbarities of the Mexicans than any 
other portion of Texas, they were faithful to the 
cause of freedom, and constant in their devouon ta 
the cause of the republic throughout its existence. 
Immediately after the battle of San Jacinto, Santa 
Anna made a proposition to the commander of the 


| ‘Texan army to make a treaty of peace, by which 


Mexico would recognise the independence of 
Texas, with the Rio del Norte as the boundary. 
In May, 1836, such a treaty was made between 
the government of ‘Texas and Santa Anna, in which 
the independence of the republic of ‘Texas was 
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acknowledged, and the Rio del Norte recognised 
as the boundary. In pursuance of this treaty, the 
remnant of the Mexican army were ordered by 
Santa Anna to retire beyond the confines of the 
Republic of Texas, and take their position on the 
west side of the Rio del Norte, which they did in 
conformity with the treaty of peace. 

Mr. J. W. HOUSTON. I wish to ask of the 
rentleoman from Llinois, was that treaty ever rati- 
fied by the Government of Mexico? 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I will answer the gentle- 
man’s question with great pleasure. That treaty 
was never ratified on the part of Mexico by any- 
body except Santa Anna, for the very good reason 
tliat, mi the year previous, Santa Anna had usurped 
the Grovernment of Mexico, had abolished the Con- 
ptitution and the rerularly established Government, 





and taken all the powers of Government into his 
own hand ‘l'o vive st ibility to the power w hieh 
he had usurped by the sword, he called a Congress 
around him, composed of his own adherents and 
followers, and had himself formally proclaimed 
Dictator of the Republic of Mexico, and, as such, 
clothed with all the powers of Government, eivil 
and military Jn this capacity, he marched his 


armies into Pexa for the purpo eof reducing those 
people into subsection to the despotism which he 
had established, and extermimating the last vestive 


in all his dominions. 
work of desolation with fire 
sand barbarities 
uaknown to eivilized warfare, he fellinto the hands 
of the heroic Houston and his gallant littl army; 
A captive striving to reduce 
to on ‘Then it was that the tyrant became 
the suppliant—a supplant for his life and liberty— 
at the hands of those he had desiened as his vietima. 
"There thie 


rerpiite | 
ed on thi 


of freedom which 
W hile enea 


: 
and sword, committing buteherte 


to those whom he was 


tivity. 


Dictator bent the knee in prayer for 


merey, otferme to recoenise the independence of 
Texas, with the Rio Del Norte. Subsequently 
the treaty was entered into in due form, as I have 
already state d, and the Mexicans evacuated Te Xas 


Hi prIrsuanes of its provisions, retiring to the west 

de of the Rio Del Norte. ‘This treaty was en- 
tered into by the Government of Mexico de facto, 
Santa Anna combining in his own person atthe time 
of the Government, and as such was 
bindine an the Mexican nation. 

Mr. JOLIN QUINCY ADAMS. I desire to 
inquire of the gentleman from [limos if Santa Anna 
was nota prisoner of war at the time, and in duress, 
when he executed that treaty? 

Vir. DOUGLASS, in reply. Santa Anna was a 
oner of war at the time, and so was the entire 


mii the powell 


mr 
flewn rnment of Mexico, he beine the Government 
de facto, aud clothed with all the powers of Govern- 
ment, civil and military. ‘The Government was a 
prisoner at the time, and in duress. But will it be 
contended that that eireumstanece rendered is obli- 
ration the les > We are now at war 
with Mexico. Ourarmies will soon march into the 

that country. | trast they will penetrate 


s obliwatory ? 


hie at of 
as far as the « apital, and capture the army, people, 
and Government—make them all prisoners of war, 
and keep them in duress until they shall conclude 
a weaty of peace and boundary with us, by which 
they shall net only recognise the Rio del Norte, 
but such other line as we shall choose to dictate 
or aceept. Will the gentleman from Massachu- 
that a treaty made with us under 
those circumstances would not be binding, be- 
cause, forsooth, the Government was a prisoner at 
the lLlow is a conquered nation ever to 
make peace, if the gentleman’s doctrine 1s to pre- 
vail? ‘They refuse to make peace before they are 
conquered, because they hope for victory. ‘They 
nre Meco tent to do so afterwards, because the Vv 
Surely an unfortunate and defeated 
belliwerent would be in a most lamentable condi- 
tion: too imbecile to resist, disarmed, conquered, 
still Incompetent to make a treaty of peace, and 
vdjust (he matter in dispute on such fuir and equl- 
table terms as a magnanimous foe shall propose, 
because the war of aggression which they com- 
meneed has resulted disastrously, and made them 
captives! Ufear that, if this doctrine shall prevail, 
these gentlemen will soon find ther Mexican 
friends in a most pitiable condition. 
that Government should be reduced to captivity, 
these gentlemen would require that our armies 
should retire within our own territory, and set the 
Ciovernment at liberty, before negotiauons for 
peace could be ope ned. This may be their view 
of the subject, but | doubt whether it is the view 


setts cont nd 


times 


. | 
are in duress! 


Perhaps, if 


which the American Government or the American 
people will deem it their duty to act upon. Our 
crude notions of things may teach us that the city 
of Mexico would be the most suitable place to 
form a treaty of peace, 

Mr. ADAMS. Has not that treaty with Santa 
Anna been discarded by the Mexican Government 
sincer 

Mr. DOBGLASS. I presume it has; for I am 
not aware of any treaty or compact which that 
Government ever entered into that has not either 
been violated or repudiated by them afterwards. 
And our treaty stipulations with them furnish am- 
ple ground for this presumption. I have not 
deemed it necessary to inquire, therefore, what 
particular acts of disavowal have been since adopt- 
ed by the Mexiean Government. It is sufficient 
for my purpose that the ireaty was entered into 
and sanctioned by the Government de facto for the 
time being. The acts of a Government de fucto 
are binding on the nation as against foreign nations, 
without reference to the mode in which that Gov- 
ernment was established, whether by revolution, 
usurpation, or rightful and constitutional means. 


Mr. ADAMS. I deny it—I deny the proposi- 


tion. 
Mr. DOUGLASS. I do not intend to enter 
into a discussion of the law of nations with the 


learned gentleman from Massachusetts. I will 
only say that | understand all writers on the law 
of nations to lay down the principle as 1 have 
stated. Certainly the practice and usages of all 
civilized nations sanetion it, of which history fur- 
nishes us tunumerable examples. Mexico herself 
was nothing but a Government de facto in the strict 
legal sense of the term, at the time of the Texan 
revolution. She had revolted from Spain in 
Ix21, and had successfully maintained her na- 
tional existence, but her independence was not 
recognised by the mother country until December, 
1836. Yet we had recognised her existence as 
a Government de faclo in the meantime, and had 
entered into treaties of commerce, as well as of 
boundary. ‘These treaties were made with the 
existing Government for the time being, whether 


“a constitutional republic, a military despotism, or | 


a dictatorship. We never pretended to inquire 
into the question whether the Government had 
been rightfully formed or not; it was sufficient for 
our purposes that it was the existing Government 
de facto. So it was with Texas. She became in- 
dependent de facto in 1836, and we recognised her 
independence as such immediately afterwards, and 
so did England, France, and most of the great 
Powers of the globe. All other nations formed 
treaties with her as a Government de facto, without 
inquiring who had been right and who in the 
wrong in her revolutionary struggle. We pur- 
chased Louisiana from Napoleon, a usurper at the 
head of a military despotism. Does the gentleman 
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deny the validity of the acts of the British Gov- | 


ernment during the times of Oliver Cromwell, 
because it was a mere Government de facto, estab- 
lished in blood, in violation of the British Consti- 
tution? Many of the most important treaties 
atfecting the destinies of Europe were made with the 
British Government during that period. 
ever thought of denying their validity because 
they had been made by a Government de fucto, 
which had been reared on the ruins of the British 
monarchy? ‘The doctrine of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is a novel one; it finds no sanction 
inthe books, and no examples in history. ‘The 
universal doctrine is, that the acts of the Govern- 
ment de facto are binding upon the nation as against 
other nations, from the consequences of which it 
cannot release itself by a subsequent revolution. 


It is immaterial, therefore, whether Mexico has or || 


has not since repudiated Santa Anna’s treaty with 
"Texas. 
authority. 
By virtue of it she saved the remnant of her army 
from total annihilation. Under itshe was enabled 
to remove in peace and security all her soldiers, 
citizens, and property, beyond the Rio Del Norte. 
‘The question is, had she a moral or legal right 


to repudiate it, after she had enjoyed all its advan- || 


tages? But the rieht of Texas to the country west 
ot the Nueces does not rest on this treaty and the 
preceding acts alone. 
sion of, and exercised jurisdiction over it, from that 
day to this. 
bled in 1836 to form the constitution of the repub- 


lic, the inhabitants residing between the Nueces 


Who | 


It was executed at the time by competent | 
She availed herself of all its benefits. | 


She has had legal posses- | 


When the people of Texas assem- | 


_ May 13. 


and the Rio del Norte had their represent 
there. James Powers, a citizen and resic 
that part of Texas, was a delegate in that conven- 
tion. Colonel Renny, formerly a citizen of ae 
own State, has for or Anne resided west of the 
Nueces, and represented that country in the Texan 
Congress. He was a member of the convention 
which formed the constitution of the State of 'Tex. 
as, preparatory to her admission into the Union 
and is now a member of the Senate of that State. 
Besides all these facts, Texas has had counties 
organized, and courts established there for years 
and has successfully maintained her jurisdiction, 
not only against the Cumanche Indians, but avaine: 
all the marauding parties that Mexico has bee, 
able to send across the Rio del Norte, 

There is still another item of information which 
Iecan give the gentleman, to show that Mexieo 
has, at a recent date, recognised the Rio del Nort 
as the boundary. The members of the last Con 
gress will recollect that much was said in debate 
on the treaty and resolutions for the annexation of 
Texas, about an armistice which had been entered 
into between Texas and Mexico, for the cessation 
of hostilities. ‘The proposition was proposed and 
accepted; and in the proclamation of the President 
of Mexico announcing its existence, the Mexican 
troops were directed to retire from Texas to the 
west bank of the Rio del Norte, and did so in pur 
suance of that armistice. Here we find a clear and 
unequivocal recognition of the Rio del Norte as the 
boundary by Mexicoas late as 1843. What strong 
er evidence could we have of the establishment of 
a boundary line than this train of facts, reaching 
back as far as 1835, and all tending to two points— 
first, that Texas has always claimed the country 
west of the Nueces, and exercised jurisdiction over 
all sections of it occupied by her people; and see- 
ondly, that Mexico has, on all occasions, recov: 
nised the Rio del Norte as the boundary? 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois if the last Congress did not passa 
law regulating commerce and trade to the foreign 
Province of Santa Fe? 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I believe there was an act 
vassed regulating trade between Independence, 
iabenoha’: ‘and Santa Fe. I do not now recollect 
its exact provisions. Nor is it important, inas- 
much as that was before Texas was annexed to 
this Union. Of course Santa Fe was foreign to usat 
that time, whether it belonged to Texas or Mexico 
But as the venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has called my attention to an act of Congress, 
which he supposes bears upon the point at issue, | 
will reciprocate the compliment, by asking his at- 
tention to one for which he voted at the present 
session. Will that gentleman inform us why he 
voted at the present session of Congress for a bill 
establishing a collection district in Texas, and in it 
included the country between the Nueces and the 
Del Norte, and in the bill itself provided for the 
establishment of a port of delivery west of the 
Nueces, and the appointment of a surveyor of the 
port to reside there, and to superintend the execu- 
tion of the United States revenue laws, over the 
very country which he now asserts belongs to 
Mexico? The present Congress has passed such 
alaw. It is now in force over the country in dis- 
pute, and the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] and if my recollection serves me right, 
every gentleman of this House who is now de- 
nouncing the President for sending the army there, 
voted for that law. My friend from Ohio, who 
sits nearest to me, says the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts made a speech for it—a fact which had 
escaped my recollection. A surveyor at ee 
has been appointed by the President, and confirm- 
ed by the Senate, and, I am informed, has been 
engaged for months in the performance of his duties 
under the law, for which all these especial guardians 
of Mexican rights voted. Now, sir, I ask im all 
fairness and candor, what right these gentlemen 
have to abuse the President for sending the army 
into that country to protect the lives of our cit 
zens, after they had voted to take legal possession 
of it by the extension of our laws? They had 
asserted our right to the country by a solemn act 


ative 
lent of 


_of Congress; they had erected it into a collection 


district; the Constitution required the President to 


appoint the officers, and see the laws faithfully 


executed. He has done so; and for this simple 
discharge of duty, under a law for which they 
voted, he is now denounced in the coarsest terms 
known to our language, as having done an act Ul 
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